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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Me. Justice Freup announced last Tuesday that for 
he next few weeks he would not sit in the Chancery 
Division, but that the seat hitherto occupied by him as 
cation judge would be filled by Mr. Baron Huddleston. 
We trust that the experiment of a common law judge— 
f the expression is now permissible—sitting in the Chan- 
ry Division will still be as successful as it has been for 

o far; but we cannot help regretting the withdrawal of 
, Justice Field just when, on the one hand, he has 
become familiar with the course of procedure in the 
Chancery Division, and, on the other, the counsel prac- 
‘ising before him have become accustomed to his mode 
of dealing with vacation cases. That his decisions, on 
he whole, have justified the somewhat bold experiment 
in “fusion”? which has been made this summer, few who 
have read the cases already reported in our columns can 
doubt; while the expeditious manner in which he has 
disposed of the heavy vacation lists of the past few weeks 
must have given satisfaction to all concerned. In wind- 
ing-up cases he has certainly made one or two startling 
innovations (to one of which we call attention in another 
tolumn); but, on the merits, and having regard to the 
particular circumstances of the cases before him, there 
can be no doubt that his decisions in these instances 
have been for the benefit of all concerned; and in 
dealing with other cases he has proved that the sug- 
gestion lately (p. 719) made in this journal, for a 
permanent transfer of a judge from some other division 
to the Chancery Division, in order to assist the over- 
orked Vice-Chancellors, is by no means impracticable : 
may go farther, and say that if Mr. Justice Field 
ere selected for the purpose—supposing him to consent 
to such transfer—the experiment would be highly suc- 


bessful, 























Tux syipunce taken before the Select Committee on the 
Hailway Passenger Duty, of which Mr. Rodwell was chair- 
nan, presents some features of interest in a legal aspect. 
Ut will be remembered that the committee was appointed 
hortly after, and in consequence of, the decision of the 
Hlouse of Lords, in North London Railway Company v. 
Attorney-General (24 W. R. 852), that the duty was 
chargeable on all third-class trains, “ whether approved 
by the Board of Trade or not, which did not stop at 
every intermediate ordinary station” (see 5 & 6 Vict. c. 
79; 7 & 8 Vict. c. 85). The practical result of this im- 
portant decision is that about fifty companies are tabu- 
lated in the appendix to the report as owing for arrears 
£787,332, the items varying from £19, in the case of the 
Glasgow and Barhead Company, to £176,531, in the case 
of the London and North-Western Company. These 
mgures we take from a return of the estimated amounts 
nich would have been payable from 1866 to 1874 had 
duty been charged in accordance with the judgment of 
he Court of Exchequer of that year, recently affirmed 








by the House of Lords (Report, App. No. 1). Arrears 
from 1842, when the duty was first imposed, to 1866 
are put at about four millions (Mr. Melvill’s evi- 
dence, Report, p. 31). The report recommends the 
repeal of the duty “when the finances of the State 
shall warrant it,” and, pending the arrival of that happy 
period, the modification of the tax by restricting it to 
all fares over 1d. per mile. As to the arrears nothing is 
said, but it appears that the practice under which the 
lower scale of duty was charged was first discovered by 
the Board of Trade to be “ utterly without legal war- 
rant” about 1866, and it is stated that the arrears 
before 1866 have been “ practically condoned both by 
the Board of Trade and Inland Revenue” (Report, 
p. 33). The right of the boards to condone a 
revenue debt may perhaps be doubtful. There can 
be no doubt that the present state of things as regards 
the duty is highly unsatisfactory. Several large 
companies have the “Government duty” expressly 
excepted by the toll clauses of their special Acts; that 
is to say, these companies may charge a sum not exceed- 
ing, say, 3d. a mile, except Government duty. Several 
large companies have no such favour granted them. 
Fifteen small companies can claim exemption from pas- 
senger duty, not being “ passenger railways’’ within the 
meaning of the statute, although they carry passen- 
gers. Mr. Forbes says (p. 76), “Some companies 
have an implied right to charge the duty, and I shall 
maintain against all the world, until I am put right by 
the courts, that if I choose to charge the duty upon the 
London, Chatham, and DoverI may do so. I have no 
specific statutory right to do it, bat I should do it, and 
I should let the judges put me right if I were wrong.” 
It is manifest, therefore, that what with companies who 
have an express right to charge the duty, companies 
who have an implied right, companies who have Mr. 
Forbes's right, companies who have no right at all and 
companies who cannot claim the exemption, an equitable 
adjustment of the duty will be a matter of great diffi- 
culty. The appendix to the report contains no less than 
nine alternative schemes. Of these we will say nothing. 
We would only insist that a simplification of the law 
is absolutely necessary, and that an Act of indemnity is 
preferable to “ practical condonation” by Government 
offices. 





Tue return of the county court business for the year 
1875, moved for by Mr. Norwood during the past session 
of Parliament, has just been published. Without at- 
tempting at present any elaborate discussion of this 
document (which belongs rather to the department of 
“ Judicial Statistics”) we may briefly point out that it is 
by no means calculated to afford encouragement to those 
who desire—as is more than insinuated to be the case 
with several leading members of the late Judicature 
Commission—to carry “the process of localizing justice” 
considerably farther than it has been carried hitherto. 
The return incontestably proves, on the one hand, that 
the county courts are most efficacious for the purpose for 
which they were originally established—viz., as courts 
for the recovery of small debts—and, on the other, that 
the extensions of jurisdiction which have been from time 
to time conferred upon them have, with insignificant ex- 
ceptions, proved signal failures. Out of 894,000 plaints, 
representing claims to the aggregate amount of nearly 
£3,000 ,000, upwards of 877,000 were for sums under 


£20. On the other hand, the entire number 
of equitable proceedings were only 762, and 
the aggregate value of the subjects disputed 


was under £107,000. In this branch of county court 
business there were only five appeals and one committal 
for contempt. Of admiralty proceedings, 646 are re- 
corded involving claims to the amount of some £67,000; 
234 vessels were arrested, and six were sold by order of 
the courts. A considerable number of insignificant cases 
were sent down from the superior courts to be decided 
by the local tribunals, including some simple cases 
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of actions in tort, such as slander, personal injury, 
false imprisonment, and malicious prosecution. But the 
staple of the county court business consists of those 
small disputes about small transactions which no sane 
man would dream of taking into any of the superior 
courts. The average of the amounts in dispute in the 
smaller class of cases is probably rather less than 
three pounds, but a great many are, of course, much 
below this figure. The reasons for this difference 
are not far to seek. It is better to lose a trifling 
debt than to be involved in a regularly con- 
tested law-suit, and therefore the first requisite for an 
efficient small-debts court is that it should be cheap and 
summary. The quality of the justice administered is a 
secondary consideration. But when larger interests are 
at stake men naturally desire a better article, and they will 
not ordinarily accept the decisions of an inferior tribunal 
in any instances where the case ‘‘ will bear” a reference 
to the superior court. Here and there a county court 
judge of special qualifications has succeeded in attracting 
more or less of ‘‘ larger business” to his court, but the 
instances of this are very few, and seem to depend entirely 
on the personal characteristics of the judge. In bank- 
ruptcy, indeed, the provisions of the Act of 1869 have 
forced a larger amount of important business into these 
courts, with the not unnatural result that the proportion 
of bankruptcy appeals to decisions exceeds by nearly 
twenty times the similar proportion in any other case; 
admiralty appeals, in spite of the small number of causes 
actually tried, coming next in point of proportion. 

On the whole, this report will be looked upon with 
great satisfaction by those who, while they desire to see 
justice ‘brought to every man’s door” in all cases 
which really require it, have no wish to see a system of 
second-rate tribunals spread over the land, to supersede, 
and in superseding degrade, the functions of the High 
Court of Justice. If it be true, as we have been in- 
formed by a very learned authority, that this would be 
a return to the old Saxon system, while the present 
plan is a Norman innovation, we can only reply that this 
is not the only instance of valuable improvement ulti- 
mately traceable to the Norman Conquest. 





‘We CANNOT UNDERSTAND the principle upon which Sir 
James Ingham imposed only a mitigated penalty in 
the case of J. M. Dobson (reported in another column). 
The learned magistrate expressly stigmatized the offence 
as one “of the most serious character,” and pointed 
out very forcibly the evil results which might be ex- 
pected to flow from it. The offence itself, as proved by 
Mr. Tripp's evidence, and subsequently admitted by the 
defendant, clearly amounted to forgery, although the 
summons was taken ont only for the comparatively 
minor offence of illegally acting as a solicitor. This 
fact may well have prevented the magistrate from com- 
mitting the defendant for trial upon the graver charge, 
and justified him in dealing with the case summarily 
(although we should much have preferred him to direct 
an amended summons to be taken out there and then), 
but it could not excuse, still less explain, his omission 
to mark his sense of the gravity of the offence by the 
infliction ofthe maximum penalty of £10 and costs. Un- 
less the defendant had some good reason for believing that 
he had Mr. Tripp’s authority to sign his name—and no 
ground for any such belief is suggested in the evidence— 
the case was one to which the extreme power vested in 
the magistrate was insufficient to do adequate justice, 
and certainly not one for any leniency or mitigation. 
The evils to be apprehended from the conduct of legal 
business by unskilled or unqualified men are serious 
enough at the best, but so long as the ‘‘ invader ” is con- 
strained to use his own name the public have at least 
such protection as is afforded by the columns of the Law 
List— 

* Pradentes emunt vitiosum ’’ ;— 











a 
but when to want of qualification is added the impudent 
assumption of the name of another, whose prof 
character is certainly, and even his personal rep 
not improbably, thereby jeopardized, while the 
are deprived of their most obvious means of discovering 
the cheat, the case assumes a complexion which Calle, wy 
think, for the sternest and most summary repression, 





SALE BY PROVISIONAL LIQUIDATOR, 


We recently (p. 841) took exception to a judgment ¢ 
Mr. Justice Field confirming the appointment of a proyj, 
sional liquidator on an ex parte application, at the sam 
time expressing an opinion that in the particular cage ip 
question the appointment was, on the merits, right. The 
order of the same learned judge last Tuesday in Jn th, 
Matter of the Kosher Meat Supply Association (Limited) 
confirms the opinion we then expressed, that a provi, 
sional liquidator ought never to be appointed ex park, 
especially if he is to be armed with the extensive powen 
given by the last-mentioned order. However beneficig) 
these powers may be in any given case, we cannot but 
feel that they are startlingly wide, even in so strong a cag 
as the one in question; and, if the order were to becomes 
precedent, it might lead to most undesirable results, 
The company was formed for the supply of a particuly 
kind of meat; but not meeting with the support ne 
to render it successful, it soon became insolvent. -The 
result was that the company presented a petition on the 
31st of August last, and a provisional liquidator was ap. 
pointed on the following day. The petition was, of 
course, answered for the first petition day in November, 
and the company moved ex parte on Tuesday last for the 
stay of an action in another division, for the hearing of 
the petition on the 19th of September, and for leave for 
the provisional liquidator to take steps to sell the busines 
of the company in the meantime. The learned judge 
granted the first application as a matter of course, ani 
the other two upon evidence that it was of great im. 
portance to sell the business as a going concern, which 
could not be done if the premises were closed for a single 
day; that in order to keep the premises open and the 
business going it was necessary to purchase meat every 





day at an outlay of £40 or £50; and that there were nm @, mo 
funds applicable for this purpose, and that the provisional Becaming 
liquidator declined to continue to advance the necessaty Mypich 1 
moneys indefinitely. mopriate 

We have no fault to find with the stay of the action, Bin hoy 
or the order for an early hearing, but we submit that Hip ysofyl 
the last branch of the order granted too much. In this Ht is no q 





particular case the permission to sell will doubtless save 
time and prove beneficial, and we quite recognize the 





aly, , 
ry last 








importance of providing for the continuation of the Mang th 
company’s business ; but, after fixing the hearing of the Bhonjq y 
petition for the earliest possible day, it scems to us that Bie legis 
leave to sell before the hearing ought not to have beet BRymctim, 







given. The evidence, as we understand it, only stated 
that the provisional liquidator declined to advance money 
indefinitely to carry on the business, not that he declined 
to make any advance whatever; indeed, he was advancing 
money at the time, and there is nothing to show that 
arrangements could not have been made for carrying 00 
the business during the fortnight which would elapse 
before the hearing, after which an official liquidator with 
proper powers could have been at once appointed. We 
do not overlook the fact that in this case the petition 
was by the company, which was admittedly insolvent, and 
that, therefore, a winding-up order was almost a matter of 
course. But assuming that vacation cases are ever acted 
upon as precedents, it is as a precedent that we take ex 
ception to the order under discussion. Of course, we dd” 
not for a moment suppose that such an order would be 
made on a hostile petition, where there was any dispute 
as to the solvency of the company. , But there are maby} 
cases in which, although a company is clearly insolvent, 
and it is certain that a winding up in some way is in 
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gitable, non constat that a compulsory order will be 

made. And even when a compulsory order is pretty 

certain, it may not be made on the petition under which 
visional liquidator has been appointed. Take the 

instance (which is not without precedent) of a collusive 


dowry? by a friendly shareholder, and a subsequent 
fide 


creditor’s petition. If the present order and 
the decision in The Industrial Coal and Iron case (ante, 

845) are right, the collusive petitioner might apply im- 
mediately ex parte, or with the company’s consent, first 
for the appointment of a provisional liquidator, and then 
for leave for him to sell before the hearing; and these 
applications having been granted, what is to prevent a 
collusive sale at an under-value of all the company’s 
assets, before the hearing of either petition, and without 
the creditors or independent shareholders having had 
any opportunity of being heard upon the matter? This 
is,no doubt, an extreme, but by no means an incon- 
ceivable, case. 

We know of no authority for a sale before the hear- 
ing; but that the court has a discretion in the matter 
seems clear from sections 85 and 96 of the Companies 
Act, 1862. The first of these sections, giving power to 
appoint a provisional liquidator, we have previously ob- 
served upon, and the other provides that, where an 
oficial liquidator is provisionally appointed, the court 
may limit and restrict his powers by the order appoint- 
inghim. This seems to imply that if no such limitation 
ad restriction were made, a provisional liquidator 
would have all the powers of an official liquidator; but 
in practice the powers of a provisional liquidator are 
wually limited to those necessary for preserving the 
ptoperty and carrying on the operations of the com pany 
util the hearing; and we cannot but look with dis- 
trast upon a precedent which practically makes so wide 

n exception to this salutary rule. 








AN ENGLISH EVIDENCE CODE. 
II. 


We examined last week some of the cardinal definitions 
of the Digest. Others it will be more convenient to 
xamine in connection with those parts of the Digest 
hich illustrate them. But the present place is an ap- 
mopriate one to suggest a re-consideration of the ques- 
ion how far in general definitions are either necessary 
useful. If well-known words are used in a new sense, 
tisno doubt plainly necessary to define them; but, as 
nly, to use well-known words in a new sense is the 
last thing which should be done. If, on the other 

and, the word is a new one, oris not well known, it 
lould not be used at all, unless the subject-matter of 
ie legislation is so new that it requires new terms. 
bometimes, indeed, where the subject-matter referred to 
very composite, or would require a lengthy description, 
may be convenient to employ a kind of description by 
iorthand, and it was in such instances as these that the 
of interpretation clauses first crept in. "Where this 
done it no doubt becomes necessary to define what the 
othand sign stands for. But the cases where it is 
apedient to do so are far less numerous than is commonly 
pposed; and if what is intended (and this is what 
ght to be aimed at) is to use known and familiar words 
their most correct signification, clearness and certainty 
best attained by care and precision in the structure 
the law itself, and not by definition. A definition is 

® most difficult of all things. There is far greater 
bbability of a correct use of terms than of a correct 
inition of them. The best definition, therefore, is 
by use. A correct use renders definition unnecessary, 
mause the law will speak plainly without it. And 
re it is unnecessary to define it is also dangerous, 
cause an incorrect definition will confound the correct 
and introduce the very difficulty it was designed to 
id, while a definition which is arbitrary (and for that 





reason only cannot be called incorrect) will be probably 
forgotten and departed from in the use. We doubt 
whether any one of the words defined in article 1 needs 
a definition; while as to several of the definitions, it is 
demonstrable that they are not correct. 

We pass now to the consideration of article 2, which 
introduces the series of articles stating what evidence 
is to be deemed relevant. By article 2 ‘“‘ Evidence 
may be given of the existence or non-existence 
of any fact in issue, and of any fact relevant 
to any fact in issue, and of no other.” This plainly 
assumes, though it does not state, that evidence 
must be of facts, and of nothing else. But what is a 
fact? It is, by article 1, “(1) everything capable of 
being perceived by the senses; (2) every mental condi- 
tion of which any person is conscious.” But, again, 
what is a “fact in issue”? By article 2 it is 
a fact “which, by the form of the pleading, 
is affirmed on one side and denied on the other.’’ 
Now there is a want of accuracy in this phraseology 
which in an ordinary treatise it would be pedantic to 
criticize, but which it is here material to notice, because 
it occurs in a work the form of which requires peculiar 
accuracy, and in that part of the work which requires it 
most of all, namely, in a definition. The proper subject 
of affirmation and negation is not “ facts” but “ proposi- 
tions.” It is common, indeed, to say that we affirm or 
deny, admit or reject, a fact, meaning, that we affirm or 
deny, admit or reject, the proposition that the fact 
exists. Nor does this manner of speaking give rise to 
any misconception ; but if we are to speak according to 
a definition we must speak consistently, and so speaking 
we cannot say that we affirm or deny, admit or reject, a 
fact, if “fact” is defined as a “thing perceived by the 
senses,’’ or “ a mental condition.” 

But, further, it is not true to say that the issue is 
always as to the existence or non-existence either of a 
“thing perceived by the senses,” or of a “ mental con- 
dition.” Take the case of an action brought te recover 
damages for injury sustained in a street accident, or 
against a bailee for negligent custody. That the one 
party did in fact strike against and injure the other, 
that the goods were in fact lost out of the custody of the 
bailee, may be admitted, but there still remains the 
cardinal question, was negligence imputable to the de- 
fendant? But negligence is neither a thing capable of 
being perceived by the senses, nor is it a mental condi- 
tion of which a person is conscious. It is the noncon- 
formity of the defendant’s conduct with an imaginary 
standard of reasonable care, which the jury have to de- 
rive from their knowledge and experience of life, and to 
apply to the circumstances of the case. This ideal of 
reasonable care is no more “‘ capable of being perceived 
by the senses’ than the homo communis was found to 
be by the Utopians ; neither is it a “ mental condition ” ; 
it is not, therefore, within the detinition of a “fact in 
issue,” not being within the definition of a “fact.” It 
would be just as impossible to say that the noncon- 
formity with this ideal was a “‘ fact” within the defini- 
tion. If it were suggested that the omission of some 
specific precaution was really the fact in issue under the 
general description of ‘‘negligence”—which would, 
however, be even approximately true only in a narrow 
class of cases—the answer would not cover the difficulty 
that the necessity or propriety of that precaution would 
not be a “fact”” within the definition, while it would 
yet be a cardinal point in the inquiry and the evidence. 
Indeed, the proposition that negligence is a “fact” 
within the terms of the definition cannot be even plausibly 
stated. The Digest itself, in articles 5 and 6, affords 
further examples on this point, but with a silent 
comment which is curious, Those artieles deal with 
cases where “the existence of any right of property 
: . ts in question,” and where “the existence of any 
custom is in question.” Now neither a right of property 
nor a custom is a “fact” within the definition, and 
from the phraseology used it is evident that Mr. 
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Stephen perceives this difficulty, for he does not speak 
of these things being “facts in issue,” but of their 
“existence” being “in question.” But a difficulty 
cannot be evaded by changing the language when it is 
inconvenient to be exact and consistent. If these things 
are not ‘facts’ within the definition, there are no 
“ facts in issue,” and if there are no facts in issue there 
can be no “facts relevant to any fact in issue,” and, 
therefore, by article 2, nothing of which evidence can be 
given. 

Many other illustrations might be given to the same 
effect ; in truth, the difficulty would rather be to find a 
case in which the same objection would not arise. The 
phraseology is really applicable only to the rudest form 
of jurisprudence, where the proof of some one external 
fact is enough to ground the right or liability. But in 
a later stage the question is not usually of this sim- 
plicity ; the issue presented is whether a certain inference 
or judgment is to be drawn from, or pronounced upon, 
an assemblage of facts. It is odd that while Mr. Stephen 
supplements his definition with the altogether un- 
necessary statement that ‘‘ every part of a fact is a fact,” 
he fails to notice that the real difficulty lies in quite the 
other direction; he had sufficiently provided for the 
minuteness of facts; the difficulty lay, not in their 
minuteness any more than in their extent or complexity, 
but in this, that the issue is not about a fact at all within 
the terms of the definition, though often without incon- 
venience described as a fact by those who are not limited 
by any such definition. 

One thing is clear: either the definition of fact 
must be abandoned, or the phraseology of article 2 
must be changed. Now, it is certain that not only 
are such questions as whether a man is negligent, 
whether a custom exists, whether a man is the owner 
of property, whether a writing is a libel, described 
as issues of fact, and could hardly be described other- 
wise, but that negligence, custom, ownership, and the 
defamatory quality of a writing are also described us 
facts, being the things about which the issue of fact is. 
It would be highly inconvenient not to be able so to 
describe them, and there is nothing, either etymologieally 
or by usage, in the word “fact” which makes it more 
inapt to describe such things than to describe either 
“ things perceived by the senses”’ or “ mental conditions.” 
Fact means commonly an act or an event,and not a 
thing; it may at least as well mean a quality of an act, 
person, or thing, as a thing perceived by the senses or a 
mental condition. Now, the above-mentioned facts, 
namely, negligence, ownership, and the like, would be 
most correctly described as qualities or relations of 
persons, things, or acts; and vague as the term “ quality” 
may be, we believe it would be hard to find one more 
appropriate. The definition of fact then might be 
supplemented thus—* facts mean (3) the qualities or 
relations of a person, a thing, or an act;” but we should 
be sorry to see such a definition, because, for one reason, 
among the qualities of persons and of things, are legal 
incidents which are not matters for evidence. The 
definition would, therefore, be too wide, as it is now too 
narrow. 

Is there, however, any need for a definition at 
all? ‘We believe there is none. There has been found 
hitherto no real difficulty in understanding what a fact 
is without a definition; and as, on the one hand, a defi- 
nition cannot be accepted which excludes what must 
still be called facts, and which is ciearly inconsistent with 
the phraseology of a principal article of the Digest, so, on 
the other hand, we doubt whether any definition could be 
provided which would not be either too narrow or too 
wide, or, if those errors could be avoided, difficult and 
obscure—a vice as great as the others, if not greater. 
To define “ fact” is‘an attempt of much the same kind 
as to define “ matter” or “mind”; and the occasion is 
an apt one for remembering the maxim that definition 
is a dangerous thing in law, and, acting under this 
caution, we should propose that the interpretation of the 





word “ fact” should be left to common sense and cg 


understanding, which have not hitherto found much 
difficulty in dealing with it. Sa 


If the word ‘‘ fact” were left in possession of 
present extent, or (if Mr. Stephen prefers it) indefinits, 


ness, of meaning, there would, we think, be no objectigg 


to the phraseology of article 2. The same objection dog 
not apply to the definition of “facts in issue,” 
is a technical description of a certain class of fact, 
It is, however, unnecessary, and might be omitted 
But, apart from this, if article 2 may be reg 
disincumbered of the obnoxious definition, the 
alteration we would suggest is that, in the 
clause, the word “court” should be substituted fg, 
“ judge.” 

It is important before proceeding farther to state thy 
final clause of article 2. It is as follows: “ The relevangy 
of facts to facts in issue depends on the principk 


and rules stated in chapters 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6” 


(which comprise articles 2—57); that is, in tho» 
chapters are to be found the rules which determin 
what facts are to be deemed relevant to facts ip 
issue. 

Passing over article 3, which makes relevant facts 
connected with facts in issue as to form part of the sam 
transaction or subject-matter; article 4, which deny 
with the acts of conspirators (on which we would remark’ 
that “statements as to (or of) measures taken” woul 
surely be better English than the odd phrase “ relation, 
of measures taken”’); and articles 5 and 6, which maky 
acts of use and possession evidence of ownership anf 
custom; we come to article 7, which requires a 1 
detailed examination, because it seems to indicates 
want of clearness in the author's conception of th 
structure of a code. It is headed, ‘“ Motive, Pr 
paration, Subsequent Conduct, Explanatory Statements 
and commences thus: “ Where any act done by ay 
person is a fact.in issue, or is relevant to the issue, th 
following facts are relevant,” &c. Now, by a rigor 
application of the definition of ‘‘ fact in issue,” as a fad 
affirmed on the one side and denied on the other, a 


‘“act done by any person” (though the words seem # 


assume, not only that the act has been done, but hy 
been done by that person) may be taken to describem 
alleged act as the object of investigation. And, further, 
this “act done” may be treated as including ay 
mental condition which will affect the legal quality 
the act, although the phrase hardly bears this str 
And having got so far as to regard this composite ob 
as a single fact, it may be that it would form a if 
topic for separate treatment in an article which shoulf} 
deal with all its elements—the occurrence of the act, 
doing of it by a particular person, and the intent will 
which it is done. But if that is the plan of i 
article, it should surely be introduced by some 2 
apt descriptive—heading than the miscellaneous}titl 
above quoted, and there should be some indication# 
the body of the article of the elements to which 
different branches are directed? Now, that the article 
does deal with all these separate elements is plait, 
for the first two classes of relevant facts are th 
(1) “any fact which supplies a motive for such an ay 
or which constitutes preparation for it”; (2) “any subs 
quent conduct of such person which appears to have b 
influenced by any such act, and any act done in cons 
quence of any such act by, or by the authority of, the 
person.” Now, this plainly assumes the act to be de 
but the doing of it by the particular person to bea 
question, 
The same is true of the fifth clause, which is@ 
follows :—‘‘ When a person’s conduct is in issue, # 
relevant to the issue, statements made in his presen® 
and hearing by which his conduct is likely to have be 
ected, are relevant facts.” And as to this we ml 
observe that it is germane to, if not already incl 
within, the first clause, and should surely have ac 
it; for the statements here described as op 
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the ’s conduct. must have operated by supply- 
a motive for the alleged conduct. aii 
the third class of relevant facts consists 

f “all statements made by or to that person 
companying and explaining any such act.” Now, 
not only the structure of this clause, but the illus- 
L eation in the note, show that the purpose 
f this evidence is to show the intent or mental 
ae of the person in question. It supposes, 


] 


erefore, not only that the act is done, but that it 
done by that person, and the question is as to its 


Again, the fourth clause makes relevant the conduct 
of, and especially complaints made by, a person against 
hom an offence “ has been committed,” or, as it should 
rely read, “is alleged to have been committed,” after 
the alleged offence. Now, this (as is very plainly seen 
rom the limitation observed by many judges in the case 
of rape) relates to the question whether the act has oc- 
purred at all. 


Thus we have in this article all the elements of an 
act done” dealt with, but in a way which is far from 
ding clear and explicit. And not only sc, but there is 
change of the supposed actor which adds greatly to 
he confusion. For while the rest of the article deals 
ith facts influencing or influenced by the alleged actor’s 
mduct, disclosing his intent, the fourth clause deals 
ith the conduct of a person against whom some- 
ing is done, which bears on the act of another 
n who is alleged to have done the thing in 
mestion, And it is difficult to avoid the convic- 
om that Mr. Stephen makes some confusion here 
ween an act done and an act suffered, because we 
d given as an illustration under the second clause of 
he “ subsequent conduct of such person,” the suborning 
false witnesses to support his case by a person claim- 
ng damages for injuries suffered in a railway collision. 
then the railway collision, or is his being in the train, 
his suffering injury in it, an “act done by” that 
ton? If so, we shall surely need to be supplied in 
ne interpretation clause with a definition of “act done 
4 person.” 
But, further, if the design is to embrace in one article 
il the elements of an ‘‘ act done,” or all the elements 
tuliar, in the way of evidence, to an act done (which, 
may observe, would exclude the mere occurrence of 
act), the design, which we will assume to be a good 
should be consistently carried out. Yet in article 
we have an article almost entirely devoted to evidence 
sate of mind ; and as the state of mind of a person 
y becomes of importance with respect to some act 
by him, we find here (and in part repeated) matter 
th properly belongs to article 7. Our impression is 
the design we have supposed is not a good one, and 
article 7 would have stood better if, leaving the 
matter to be dealt with elsewhere, and dropping 
miscellaneous heading, it had commenced ‘ When 
doing of an act by any person is a fact in issue,” &c., 
had contained only the two first clauses, enlarging, 
er, to the first clause, thus:—“ Any fact which 
pies a motive for doing such act, or shows the exist- 
of an intention to do it, or,” &c. 





The criminal business of the Surrey Sessions was concluded 
ay, and the court adjourned to the 18th of 

. During the sessions there have been a number of 

for watch robberies, and, where the prisoners had been 
convicted, penal servitude was the sentence, with 
supervision. The display of gold chains from waist- 
Pockets is a great temptation to thieves. Four persons 
Wo constables and two other witnesses—were rewarded 
‘their exertions in capturing notorious criminals, The 
ofthe first constable was George Stent, of the M 
on, and the second Thomas Bowden, of the B Divi- 


Che Vacation Sittings. 


CHANCERY DIVISION.* 
(Before Frera, J.) 
Sept. 5.—Jackson y. Jackson. [V.C.M.] 


Infant defendant—Guardian ad litem—Service of notice ef 
motion—Judicature Act, 1875 ; ord. 13, r.1; ord. 9, r. 4. 

In an action by a father against his infant son, who was re- 
siding with his mother apart from the plaintiff, an order was 
made that service of notice of an application to appoint a 
guardian ad litem to the defendant upon the mother should be 
sufficient service within ord. 13, r. 1. ve was also given to 
ee wae of motion for an injunction on the infant under ord. 

, r 4, 


This action Was commenced by the proprietor of a trade- 
mark and invention againgt his son, who was-a youth 
between twenty and twenty-one years of age, of the same 
name as the plaintiff. The plaintiff alleged that the de- 
fendant had, until recently, assisted him in his business 
and became acquainted with all its details, and that he had 
recently left home, accompanied by his mother, and com- 
menced bpsiness in opposition to the plaintiff. The writ 
was indorsed with a claim for an injunction to restrain 
the defendant from using the plaintiff’s trade-mark, from 
selling the invention without the plaintiff's consent, from 
omitting from his advertisements the word “‘ junior” after 
his name, and for damages. 

No appearance had been entered for the defendant, but 
he had gone to the Record and Writ Clerks’ Office and 
tendered a personal appearance, which had been refused 
on the ground that he was a minor. 


E. Cooper Willis, for the plaintiff, now applied for the 
direction of the court as to the mode of service of notice 
of an application for the appointment of a guardian 
ad litem under ord. 13, r. 1, which provides that where no 
appearance has been entered to a writ of summons for a 
person who is (inter alia) an infant, the plaintiff may apply 
to the court or a judge for an order that some proper person 
be assigned guardian of such defendant, by whom he may 
appear and defend the action. The same rule also requires 
notice of such application to he served upon or left at the 
dwelling-house of the person with whom or under whose 
care such defendant was at the time of serving the writ, 
and also (if such defendant were not residing with his 
father or guardian) served upon or left at the house of the 
father or guardian of such infant defendant, unless the 
court or judge, at the hearing of the application, shall 
dispense with such last-mentioned service. In 
the present case the infant defendant was residing 
with his mother apart from his father, and as the 
latter was the plaintiff, and consequently the person oa 
whose behalf the notice was to be served, there was clearly 
no necessity for service upon him as avell as the mother. 
He also asked for leave to serve the defendant with notice 
of motion for an injunction. 

Fretp, J., made an order directing that service on the 
mother of the defendant of notice of the application for the 
appointment of a guardian ad litem be sufficient service 
within ord. 13, r. 1. He also gave leave for the plaintiff to 
serve notice of motion for an injunction for next Tuesday 
week, on the defendant; such notice to be served in the 
same way as if served with copy writ. [See ord. 9, r. 4.] 

Solicitor, C. Z. Goldring. 


Sept. 5.—In re Langham Skating Rink Company 
(Limited). [V.C.B.] 
Com —Winding up—Staying actions before hearing of 
Sine -Glenguaien Act, 1862, s.85—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 

Bo, sub-section 5—Judicature Act, 1875, ord.51, r. 2a (June, 

1876). 

Wherea winding-up petition had been presented, but would not 
come on for hearing until November, an order was made in the 
Chancery Division staying actions in other divisions against 
the company for the winding up of which the petition was 
pending. 

A petition for winding up this company was presented on 








* Reported by H. Greznwoop, Esq., Barrister-at-law. 
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the 22nd of August, and answered for hearing on the 4th of 
November next. A provisional liquidator had been 
appointed on the 29th of August. Several actions 
against the company were pending in other divisions of the 
court. 

Oswald, applied ex parte for an order staying proceedin; 
in the actions under section 85 of the Companies Act, 1862. 
Such an order would have been made as of course before 
November last: Buckley’s Companies Acts, 2nd ed. p. 204; 
but there was a conflict of authority under section 60, sub- 
section 5, of the Judicature Act, 1873, as to whether the 
order ought to be made in the Chancery Division or in the 
divisions where the actions were pending. The balance of 
authority, however, was in favour of the order being made 
in the Chancery Division, and the new rule of June last 
(ord. 51, r. 2a) supported this view, although it did not 
actually apply to a case where a petition had been presented 
and not heard, but only authorized the Chancery Division 
to transfer to itself actions from other divisions after a 
winding-up order had been made. 

Fietp, J., made the order, observing that it was the more 
convenient course to make it in the Chancery Division. 

Solicitor, H. C. Barker. 


———— 


Sopt. 5.—In re Kosher Meat Supply Association (Limited), 
Company—Winding up—Staying actions—Hearirg petition in 
vacation— Authority for provisional liquidator to sell. 

Under exceptional circumstances, a winding-up petition 
anaw+red for hearing on the 3rd of November was ordered to be 
heard in the vacation, and a provisional liquidator was author- 
ized to proceed to a sale of the company’s business before the 
hearing. 

This company was formed in 1874, but proved unsuccess- 
ful, and ultimately presented a winding-up petition on the 
3ist of August last, which was answered fer hearing on the 
3rd of November next; and on the Ist of September a pro- 
yisional liquidator was appointed. Two actions by creditors 
had been commenced against the company in other divisions 
of the court, and others were threatened. 


EB. S. Ford, for the company, now moved ex parte for an 
order to restrain one of the actions, the other creditors having 
consented to discontinue. 

Fie.p, J., having made this order, 


Ford asked that the petition might be ordered to be 
heard before the vacation judge on the 19th of September, 
and that, in the meantime, the provisional liquidator might 
be at l/berty to take steps to sell the business ot the com- 
p’ny as agoing concern by tender or by public auction. 
Although the petition was answered for the 3rd of Novem- 
ber, that was merely a common form; all petitions pre- 
sented in the vacation were answered for the first petition 
day inthe Michaelmas Sittings; but it was the constant 
practice of the court to direct them to be heard in the 
vacation if there was any special reason for a speedy hear- 
ing. In support of the present application, he read evi- 
dence showing that the company was insolvent, that its 
business was of such a nature that it was necessary to make 
large purchases of meat from day to day, that there were no 
fends out of which to make them, and that although the 
provisional liquidator was now advancing money for this 
puryose he declined to continue doing so indefinitely as it 
requ'red from £40 to £50 daily. The evidence also showed 
that it would be decidedly for the interest of all parties 
concerned ‘or the business to be sold as « ging concern, 
which could not be done if the purchas«s were once stopped, 
and the premises shut up, as would necessarily be the case 
if the petition stood over till November, Considering that 
the petition and this application were both by the company, 
and that the evidence showed the extreme importance of a 
sperdy sale, he must, under the special circumstances of the 
case, press his ge i not only to fix next Tuesday week 
for the hearing, but also to allow the provisional liquidator 
to proceed to a sale in the meautime. 

Freip, J., after some discussion, said that as the pro- 
visions} liquidator had made an affidavit stating that he 
could not continue to advance the funds necessary for 
carrying on the business, and it was important to have a 
ny sale, he thought the course proposed would, under 
the s:eci«l cifcumstances of the case, be for the benefit of all 
parties interested, and granted both applications, 

Solicitors, H. 8. Harris § Godwin. 





Sept. 5.—Attorney-General v. General Sewage and M; 
Company (Limited) [V.C.B.] 
In Re The General Sewage and Manure Company 
(Limited), [M.R.] 
Company— Winding up—Lease with proviso for r 
Leave to take possession. 

Alease to alimited company contained a proviso for 
in case of a winding-up order being made. The 
menced proceedings, and obtained a decree against the con, 
pany, which was subsequently ordered to be wound up, ( 
motion by the plaintiffs for leave to take possession of thy 
demised premises, and for the discharge of a prior order, 

Held, in effect, that the plaintiffs might take possession 
their own risk. 


The above-named company in 1872 obtained from ¢ 
Nuneaton Local Board a lease of certain sewage and many 
works connected with the town of Nuneaton, and en} 
into covenants to enlarge the works in such manne 
should be necessary for the proper disposal of the sewage ¢ 
the district, and to indemnify the local board against j 
proceedings in reference to the works or in connection 
the purification of the sewage. The lease contained a 
viso for re-entry on breach of covenants, and in case of 
winding-up order being made. _ 

In March, 1875, the Attorney-General and the local box! 
filed an information and bill against the company, allegiy 
that the works were improperly carried on and had notbay 
enlarged ; that a considerable portion of the sewage was 
charged into a river unpurified, while a considerable portig 
was dammed back into the sewers, causing a public nuisanys 
and praying for an injunction. On the 24th of March, 18% 
an interim injunction was granted, and in November, 18 
decree was made in favour of the informant and pli 


tiffs. 

On the 1st of August, 1876, a motion by the plaintifis 
sequestrate the property of the defendants for breach of tly 
injunction contained in thed ecree was ordered to stand 
till next Michaelmas Sittings, on the undertaking of th 
defendants to allow the plaintiffs to enter the works 
pump the sewage out of the sewers, with liberty to wy 
party to apply during the vacation. 

On the 5th of August the company was ordered to 
wound up on a creditor’s petition, and a provisional liquid 
tor was subsequently appointed. 

The plaintiffs now moved for an order giving them libery 
to re-enter upon and take possession of the premises com 
prised in the lease to the company, nothwithstanding th 
orders of the 1st and 5th of August, and for the disoharp 
of the order of the lst of August. 

The clerk to the local board filed an affidavit stating tht 
he believed the lease had become void by reason of the wiat 
ing-up order, that the plaintiffs had paid certain sumsfe 
wages to the men employed at the works, that three 
years’ rent was due to the plaintiffs from the defendants; 
that he had informed the manager at the works that bi 
services would not be much longer required, to which t® 
manager replied that he had received instructions from t# 
provisional liquidator to stay at the works until Nov 
and to close them if the plaintiffs refused to pay them 
or find materials to carry them on. 

The solicitor to the provisional liquidator, by his a 
davit, stated that he and his client had not had time # 
become satisfactorily acquainted with the litigation 
tween the plaintiffs and the company, and that he belier# 
that the agreement on which the plaintiffs founded thei 
claim had never been executed by the company. He sll 
denied that his client had in any way interfered with # 
broken the undertaking of the 1st of August, or thabl 
had any intention of doing so, 

W. Pearson, Q.C., and Methold, for the motion. 

H. J. Hunter, for the official liquidator. 

Fixzup, J., said that the plaintiffs were at liberty to 
possession of the demised premises if they thought pr 
but he would not give them the authority of the court 
protect them in case it should turn out that they bad # 
right todo so, He refused to discharge the order of 
lst of August, 


Solicitors, Fluker, for Estlin, Nuneaton; J. Raven, 
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aa Sept. 5.—De Bernus v. James, [M.R.] ' 
sianorInjunotion=Brsk- burning Standing ovr to answer General Currespanvence. 








Costs in tHe County Courts. 
tion to restrain a defendant from burning bricks in a : > a te 
data park, the defendant asked for an otjeman ent, to en- 5 [Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
able him to answer evidence, without being put upon terms. Sir,—It seems to be the opinion of some county court 

Held, that he must give an undertaking not to light a fresh | judges that the latter part of section 91 of the County 
kiln, as a condition of the motion standing over. Court Act, 1846, being still unrepealed, renders inopera- 

This action was brought to restrain the defendant from tive section 15 of the Act of 1867 and the scale of costs 
burning bricks on land adjacent to the plaintiff's residence, | Which was supposed to come into force the 2nd of 
snown as Neuburg, in Viotoria-park, near Manchester, so | November, 1875, to the extent that the court has not 
ag to cause @ nuisance to the plaintiff or injury to his resi- | power to allow a fee to a solicitor where the amount 
dence. The defendant is the owner of a fisld in Victoria- | Claimed or recovered is over 40s. and under £5. The scale 
park, which is @ residential neighbourhood laid out under of 1875 expressly allows 10s. for “ attending or acting in 
an Act of Parliament, In 1875 the defendant commenced | Court” in cases over 40s. and under £5, but the Act of 
to make bricks in his field, which is about 230 yards from 1846 forbids it, and it is said the latter is to prevail. It 
the plaiotiff’s residence, , would be a boon to the profession if they could gain 

The plaintiff stated im his affidavit thac he at first through your columns information on this subject whether 
thought the bricks were intended to be used in the erec- | the above-stated opinion, so unfavourable to solicitors and 
tion of a house on the defendants’ field, and he, therefore, | their clients, prevails generally ; also if you or any corre- 
took no proceedings, but he subsequently discovered that | spondent would point out any decision or authority in op- 
some of the bricks made im the summer of 1875 were | position to the view. A Surrerine Soticrror. 
carted away, and fresh clay to make new bricks was | Sept. 5. 
carted on to y aye Other gos filed on behalf 
of the plaintiff fixed February, 1876, as the date when 
Siren clay was first brought to the field, and computed Lrasiniry oF MARRIED Woxen’s Szparate Estate. 
the amount deposited there up to the 8th of April last at [To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
over 2,000 loads. The smell and smoke arising from the Sir,—In a recent article you express an opinion that @ 
brickmaking were described as necessarily offensive, and | married woman cannot be sued in the county court for debts 
a source of very considerable inconvenience and annoy- | contracted on the credit of her separate estate. Beyond 
ance to the residents in the park. It was said to be | question this was so before the Judicature Acts, and I have 
impossible to stay in the garden of one house, or to | successfully so contended, but it seems to me on a com- 
have the windows open on tke side next to the brick- | parison of the Judicature Act, 1873, as. 24, 89, 91, and the 

‘intiffs field. County Courts Act, 1850, s. 1, that any person entitled to 
ch of the The president of the Victoria-park Company, acting on | recover money on equitable grounds may now recover it 
behalf of the plaintiff and other residents, had made con- | by the same process and in the same courts in which he 
tinual complaints to the defendant, and on the 11th of | might, before the Judicature Aot, have recovered it if en- 
March, 1876, he wrote to him threatening legal proceed- | titled on merely legal grounds. This is worth considera 
ings, and such proceedings would have been commenced | tion, as small claims of this kind often exist. 
forthwith had not the gentleman who intended to institute H, W. B. Macxar. 
them (and whose residence was nearer to the brickfield 10, Queen-street, Exeter, Sept. 5. 
than that of the present plaintiff) been called upon to go [The Judicature Act does not apply to county courts at 
abroad, where he had been detained. all, except in the section as to appeals.—Ep. 8S. J. ] 

W. Pearson, Q.C., and Jemmett, for the plaintiff. 

Millar, for the defendant, asked that the motion might 
stand over for a week as copies of the plaintiff's evidence -! 
bad only been delivered on Saturday. He submitted that Sucteties. 
the defendant ought not to be required to give any under- pa a 
taking, inasmuch as the plaintiff had not made out a case 
of irreparable injury, of illness, or of very serious incon- INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
venience. The defendant had already carried on his busi- The annual provincial meeting of the above society for 
ness for eighteen months, and a week longer could not | the present year, will, as already announced in this Journal, 
make any appreciable difference. Moreover, the defend- | be held in the Divinity School, Clarendon-buildings, 
ant was under contracts to deliver bricks tohis customers, | Oxford, on Wednesday and Thursday, the 4th and 5th of 
and av undertaking to stop his works for a week might | October next. : ; 
inflict serious injury on his business, and cause him to The president will take the chair at eleven a.m. on 
sustain considerable damage in case it turned out that he | Wednesday, and address the meeting. 
had a good defence to the action. On the whole, the A cold luncheon will be provided each day (at 1.30) at 
plaintiff had not made out a sufficiently strong prima facie be aoe Hotel at 2s. 6d. a head, including 
ease to entitle him to an undertaking. attendance. f : 

W. Pearson, Q.C., and Jemmett, did not wish to prevent A aw will bp ger = SS A .: - 
the defendant from burning out the kiln now lighted ; but | f October, at 6.45 p.m., punctualiy. ‘ 

A ; each, for which application should be made to the honorary 
contended that he ought to give an undertaking not to ‘aries of the local committee, E. P. Morrell and Walter 
light it again or light any fresh kilns, If his business were | S¢°Tetaries of the loca ada 


injored he would have the plaintiff's undertaking as to | Peppercorn, Esqs., Vice-Chancellor’s Court, Clarendon- 
damages, 











buildings, Oxford, on or before the 23rd of September. 
A conversarione will be given in some one of the 


Fixtp, J., said the motion could only stand over on the university buildings en the evening of the 5th of October, 
terms of the defendant giving an undirtaking not to light | at g 30 p.m. Applications for tickets to be made to the 
any fresh kilns or re-kindle the present one after it had honorary secretaries on or before the 23rd ot September. 
bornt out. The defendant must deliver copies of his A pass can be obtained on arrival at Oxford by applica- 
affidavits to the plaintiff in the country by twelve o'clock | tion to the honorary secretaries at the office of the local 


metarday. committee, admitting the bearer to the Divinity School and 
Solicitors for the plaintiff, Field, Roscoe, ¢ Co., for | all the objects of interest connected with the university and 
Atkinson, Saunders, & Co., Altrincham. city ; and those en — — ham oe will 
Soli 1 be conveyed there free of charge on the o » on 
et ee ee giving their names to the honorary secretaries on or before 
the first day of the meeting. ‘ 
If a sufficient number give in their names, a water 
will also be arranged on the 6th of October to N 4 
park (the seat of E. W. Harcourt, Esq.). 
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Gentlemen desirous of reading a paper at the meeting 
onght to send it to the secretary, to be laid before the com- 
mittee, on or bet: re the 11th inst. ; 

Subject to the control of the chairman, each gentleman 
attending the meeting will be at liberty to speak, and to 
vote upon any matter under discussion; but all resolutions, 
expressive of the sentiments of the meeting, will be framed 
in the form of recommendations or requests, only, to the 
council to take the subjects of such resolutions into their 
consideration. 





Appointntents, Ete. 


Mr. Wit11am Binpon Bxoop, solicitor, of Witham, has 
been appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at that 
place in suceession to his father, the late Mr. Joseph Howell 
Blood. Mr. W. B. Blood was admitted a solicitor in 1865. 


Mr. Tuomas Bury, solicitor (of the firm of Acton & 
Bury), of Wrexham, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the High Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Witt1uam Wess Haywarp, solicitor, of Rochester, 
has been appointed Registrar of the Roch ester County Court 
(Circuit No. 48), in the place of the late Mr. George 
Brindley Acworth. Mr. Hayward was admitted a solicitor 
in 1839, and is also clerk of the peace for the city of 
Rochester, clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes, a commis- 
sioner to administer oaths in the High Court of Judicature, 
and a perpetual commissioner for taking acknowledgments of 
married women. 





Legal News. 


Alderman Sir R. Carden, the acting Lord Mayor, has 
requested that as much publicity as possible should be given 
to the following extraordinary fraud:—On the 22nd of 
August, a young Indian, who gave the name of Murad 
Mahomet, was charged before him with begging in Fen- 
church-street. The prisoner was all in tatters; and his 
shivering and miserable condition excited considerable 
sympathy. On being brought before the conrt, he told a 
pitiable tale of his bunger and privation in this country, and 
begged to be sent back to India, saying he would be glad to 
work his way thither as aseaman. Touched by his appar- 
ently honest story, Sir R. Carden, through the chief clerk 
(Mr. Gresham), interceded with Sir Louis Mallet, the Under- 
Secretary of State for India, who put himself in communi- 
cation with the authorities of the Strangers’ Home for 
Asiatics, in West India Dock-road. The result was that 
upon the remand day, Mr. Freeman, the superintendent, and 
the Rev. G. Small, the missionary interpreter, attended the 
court, and gladly promised to procure the prisoner —- 
ment and send him back home. The prisoner, apparent 
intensely grateful, was discharged and allowed to leave wit 
those two gentlemen, but, on reaching J.imehouse, he re- 
solutely refused to enter the Home, ridiculed their kind 
efforts on his behalf, and, at length, ran away—only, as is 
ascertained, to return to his mendicant habits in London. 
The India Office wished it to be distinctly known—and 
Sir R. Carden has the same desire—that there is no pre- 
tence whatever for any begging by Asiatics in this country, 
and that, if need be, such as are in want would willingly 
be received at the Limebouse Home, and thence sent 
back to India. 


Mr. Habbard, M.P., writing tothe Times on the Crossed 
Cheques Act, says :—‘‘ The absence of a penalty in previous 
statutes would have been adequately supplied by the 10ta 
clause of the Act, which provides that ‘any banker paying 
a cheque crossed generally otherwise than to a banker, or a 
cheque crossed specially otherwise than to the banker to 
whom the same shall be crossed, or his agent for collection, 
being a banker, shall be liable to the true owner of the 
cheque for any loss he may sustain owing to the cheque 
having been so paid.’ It was thought necessary, however, 

the renee wth caees = * trae en to —- 

6 paying should be liable, and first paragrap’ 
of the 12th piney rage + egy <otg 
runs: ‘A person ing » cheque, gen y or 
specially, bearing in peor case the words “ not negotiable,” 
shall not have (and shall not be capable of giving) a better 





title to the cheque than that which the person from whom he 


took ithad.’ The Attorney-General explained thatthesewordg _ 


‘not negotiable” precluded a thief from having or givi 
title to a cheque so marked, but by # ecifically with ra aa 
from the manipulation of the thief cheques marked with 
words equivalent to ‘ not for thieves,’ you invite his atten. 
tion to the mass of cheques not so specifically marked as the 
legitimate field for his industry. +7 may & said, ‘ 


the suggestion of the Attorney-General, and stamp or ane 


at once across all your cheques ‘‘ not negotiable.” ’ 
might be a remedy against theft (effectual though clumsy), 
but for the second paragraph of the 12th clause. According 
to the first paragraph, if a crossed cheque marked ‘not 
negotiable’ were stolen and handed over to a bank with 
whom the thief had a deposit account, and the cheque were 
paid. ‘otherwise than according to the crossing’ by the 
ying banker, the true owner from whom it was stolen 
who might be either the drawer or the payee) could re- 
cover the amount from the paying banker, who would in 
his turn recover from the receiving banker, who would re. 
cover from hiscustomer. ‘he second paragraph, however, 
neutralizes the first paragraph in the following words:— 
* But a banker who has in good faith and without negligence 
received payment for a customer of a cheque crossed 
generally or specially to himself, shall not, in case the 
title to the cheque prove defective, incur any 
liability to the true owner of the cheque by 
reason only of having reeeived such payment.’ 
The same individual who, as the‘ person’ taking from 
the thief the stolen cheque, is in the first paragraph pro- 
nounced to have no title to the cheque, is in the second 
paragraph, asa ‘banker,’ acquitted from any liability to 
the trueowner. He has received the amount of the cheque 
for a customer of his own choice ; without his intervention 
the cheque would have been waste paper in the hands of 
the thief or of his assigns; but, having so received the 
amount, he will be enabled, under the immunity secured 
to him by the last paragraph of the 12th clause, to refuseto 
refund it, and the true owner would remain hopelessly 
despoiled. This is the risk to which, under the last 
achievement of the legislation of 1876, is consigned the 
multitude of cheques (stamped or not stamped ‘not 
negotiable’), which convey to their owners millions in 
amount of dividends in the public fands, and in all the 
great industrial companies of the country.” 





Obituarp. 


MR. SAMUEL SHAEN. 


Mr. Samuel Skaen, solicitor, died at his residence, 
Broadwater House, Brixton-rise, on the 21st ult., in his 
sixty-third year. Mr. Shaen was the eldest son of the 
late Mr. Samuel Shaen, of Hatfield Peveril, Hssex. He 
was born in 1814, and was admitted a solicitor in 1836. He 
originally had bis offices at Victoria-square, Pimlico, bat 
for many years before his death he had carried on business 
at Kennington-cross, in partnership with Mr. Joseph 
Humphry Grant. Mr. Shaen was a commissioner to ad- 
minister oaths in all the divisions of the High Court, and 
he had 8 large private practice in the South of London. 
He was very highly respected, being a man of most 
charitable disposition and philanthropic views, He took 
& great interest in many social questions, copes 
the amelioration of the condition of the poor both in 
out of the workhouse, and he had been for some time ® 
member of the Lambeth Board of Guardians. Mr, Shaes 
retired from business about two years ago. 


Courts. 


BOW-STREET POLICEH.COURT. 
(Before Sir James Inauam.) 
Thursday, Aug. 31. 
Solicitors Act, 1874, s. 12, 
J. M. Dobson, of 104, Leman-street, Whitechapel, sp- 
peared in answer to a summons taken out by Mr. Tripp, 
of E xeter-street, solicitor, charging him with having 





i ae ee 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


875 








"soph 9, 1878. 
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ea 
gully weed the name of the complainant in the matter of a 

petition in bankruptoy. 
‘The complainant stated that he was not actuated by any 
of personal ill-will against the defendant, but was 
geting solely in the interests of the profession and of society 
at large. The defendant had, without his (complainant’s) 
knowledge or consent, caused to be inserted in the Gazette 
a notice purporting to bear his (complainant’s) signature 
gs solicitor for & Mr. Williamson, convening a meet- 
ing of the creditors of the latter at the honse of 
a Mr. Goldberg, in Whitechapel, in contravention 
the above-mentioned Act of Parliament. It was 
that the defendant’s name did not appear in the 
Taw List, and that he had not only affected to practise 
ag a solicitor, and transacted business as such, but had 
actually signed and used the complainant’s name without 


authority. 

The defendant admitted the charge, and stated, by way 
of excuse, that he had merely acted for an old friend who 
was unable to pay for professional assistance, and for 
having used Mr. Tripp's name without authority he 

to apologise, 

Sir James INGHAM said that the offence was one of a 
most serious character, and calculated to lead to results 
very injurious to the public interests, and he fined the de- 
fondant in the mitigated penalty of £5, and £1 10s. costs, 
or one month’s imprisonment. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


September 8, 1876. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 954 Annuities, April, ’85, 0} 

Ditto for Account, Oct. 1, 954 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do3 per Cent. Reduced, 94} Ex Bills, £1000, 24 perCt.27pm 
New 3 per Cont., 94} Ditto, £500, Do, 27 pm. 

Do, } perCent., Jan, 4 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 27 pm, 

Do. 24 per Cont., Jan, '94 Bank of England Stock, — per 
Do, § per Cent., Jan. '78 Ct. (last half-year), 258 
Annuities, Jan,’80— Ditte for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SKCURITIES, 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80, 1074 ) Ditto,5$ per Cnt., May,’79, 86 
Dittofor Account ,— Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88,1023 xd Ape. "64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 perC nt,, Aug. '73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.83 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Hof. Pr., 5 per C.,Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 


-|Closing Prices 














Glasgow and South-Western oveee 
reat Eastern Ordinary Stock sescoossssesseeee ! 
reat Northern 
Do., A Stock* 1 
Great Southern “ Western of Ireland ,,.,.. 

ri 4 J 1 


EEEE| 

















ondon, Brighton, and South Coast 

London, Chatham, and Dover,,,......... 
London and North-Western ......000 errs | 
London and South Western.......ss+s00+ ae ie | 
chester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropoli 
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"A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 


Monny Manrxar anp City IntTauui¢ ENCE. 

The Bank return shows a farther increase in the reserve ; 
the total amount of bullion now held is over thirty-four 
eens, being an increase of six millions from this time 
iy tyear, The markets have been very dull, with very 
— business doing owing to the holidays, and there is 

ardly oot change to report in prices, Close at 
95t to 95} for money, and 95} for account. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
CrowTHER—Sept. 5, at Holly Lodge, Keston, Kent, the wife 
“aft Alfred H. Crowther, solicitor, of a son. - 
IRKCONNEL—Aug. 29, at Elmside, Bewsey-road, Warrington, 
the wife of Edward Kirkconnel, solicitor, of a sdén. s 
NeEIson—Sept. 3, at 93, Adelaide-road, South Hampstead, the 
wife of Francis G. P. Neison, barrister-at-law, Lincoln’s-inn, 
of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES, 
Forp—BarnarD—Sept. 6, at the Church of the Holy Trinity, 
Fareham, Hants, Douglas Morey Ford, solicitor, third son of 
R. W. Ford, of Portsmouth, to Honor Blanche, youngest 
daughter of William Barnard, Fareham. 
GREEK—THOMSON—Sept. 6, at St. Andrew’s Church, Birken- 
head, Edward Greer, Sessional Crown Solicitor, Newry, to- 
Ellen Constance, eldest daughter of the late Benjamin J. 
Thomson, solicitor, Liverpool. 
LatHam—Doveron—Sept. 2, at Burnett, Som Thomas 
— | the Inner Temple, i elder son of 
enry them, registrar in chancery, to Mary Harriet, 
fourth daughter of the late Rev. J. Bazett Doveton, M.A., 
Rector of Burnett. : 


DEATHS. 

Jounson-—Aug. 28, on the Felix Joch, near Zermatt, Switzer- 
land (killed by an avalanche), George William Johnson, 
solicitor, of No. 12. Fenchurch-street, third son of the late 
Joseph Johnson, of Windsor, aged 28. 

MoorE—Aug. 27, at Bournemouth, George Moore, solicitor, of 
Richmond, Surrey, eighth son of the late Rev. Wm. 

Moore, Vicar of Aslackby, Lincolnshire, aged 34. 

PrLHAM—Sept. 4, at Montagu-terrace, Bow-road, Walter J. 
Pelham, solicitor, youngest son of the late Jabez Pelham, 
solicitor, aged 37. 

RocErs—Sept. 6, George Andrew Rogers, of Tovill House, 
Ealing, and of Doctors’-commons, aged 64. 

SmitH—Aug. 4, at sea, Edith Malvina, youngest daughter 
of E. T. Smith, late Chief Magistrate of the Falkland 
aged six weeks. : 

TaLBoT—Sept. 5, at Elmore House, Speen, Caroline, wife of 
Frederic Talbot, solicitor, Newbury, aged 61. 











LONDON GAZETTES. 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faipay, Sept. 1, 1876, 
LiMrvep Is CHANCERY. 

Anfield Land Company, Limi:en.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Ang 29, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on Nov 3. 
Toeque, Aldermanbury, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Askam Bonded Store Ccmpany, Limited.—Petition for up, 

ted Ang 23, directed to be heard before Field., J, — for 
.C. Malins, on Tuesday, Sept 12. Robins and Peters, 
chambers, Basinghall st, agents for Park, Barrow-in-Furness, soli- 
citor for the petitioners. . 

Continental and Colonial Traders, Limited.—Field, J., has fixed Sept 8, 
at 12, atthe chambers of V.C. Malins, as the time and place for 
the appointment ofan official liquidator. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Loan, Disceunt, and Deposit Company, 
Limited.—P «tition for wists up, pr ted Aug 29, di d to be 
heard before V.C. Malins, on Nov 3. Tocque, Aldermanbary, soli- 
citor for the petitioner. 

Langham Skating Rink Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Aug 29, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Nev 
4. Norton and Co, Co eman st, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Swansea Collieries Company, Limited.—V.C. Malina has, by an order 
dated Jan 28, appointed James Waddell, Queen Victoria at, to be 
official liquidator. 

County Patatine or LancasTer. 

Prescot Masonic Hall Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Ang 29, direated to be heard before the V: 
on Tuesday, Nov 7, at 6, Stone batldings, Lincola's inn. Mather, 
Liverpool, solicitor for the petitiov er. 

Turaday, Sept. 5, 1876, 


Limirep tv Caancrar. 

Hall O’Lee and Stanfield Collieries Company, Limited.—Petition for 

winding up, presented Aug 22, directed io be heard before V.C. 
Friday, Nov 3. f[yrreil, Gray's ian sq, {agent for 
Clarke, Birmingham, solicitor for the petit 3. 

Ifton Rhyn Col lieries, Limited —Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to William Edgar Breaxspear, East India avenae, 
Leadenhall st. Monday, Nov 13, at (2, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Sharrow Rolling Mill Company, Limited.—By an order made dy the 
U.R., dated Aug 5, it was ordered that Edward Saville Foster, 

effield, be appointed official liquidator. 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frivar, Sept. 1, 1876, 
Avon Dasett Friendly Sociey, Avon Das-ett, Warwick. Aug 30. 
Friendly Union Society, House of Correction, Westminster. Aug 29. 
tione Friendly Society, Boat ay teceney Suffolk. Aug 98. 
Society of Brethren Benefit Society, band Inn, Ystradgyniaia, 
Brecon, Aug 38 
Tveepar, Sept. 5, 1876, 
if | en Jelly Tanners, Bermondsey New 
. Sept 2. 
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Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, Aug 25, 1876. 
.Ambler, Thomas William, Hardwick, Salop, Esq. 
Ambler, V.C. Hall. Jourdain, Ludgate hill 
Tuxspay, Aug. 29, 1876. 
Farmilo, Elijah, Maindee, Monmouth. Sept 13. Farmilo v Wilke, 
M.R, Pain, Newport 


Oct 16. Ambler v. 


Fripay, Sept 1, 1876. 
Sidney, Henry Marlow, Hove, Susser, Esq. Oct 20. Sidney v Sidney, 
KEV.C. Malins, Arnold, Whitehall place 
Stainton, James Joseph, Lewisham, Kent, Esq. Oct 15. Browne v 
Tidswell, V.C. Malins. Carter, Austinfriars 


Oreditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frarpay, Aug 25, 1876. 

Absslom, RevCharles Severn, Manningtree, Essex. Sept29. Mustard, 
Fornival’s inn 

Atherly, John Lewis, Burlington arcade, Gold and Silver Lacs Manz- 
facturer. Oct 2. Rutter and Son, Ficsbury circus 

Barnett, Charles Thomas, Birmingham, Fruit Salesman, Oct 2. 
Young and Co, St. Mildred’s court, Poultry 

= Thomas, Liverpool, Merchant. Nov 1. 

ive! i 

Birch, Ann, Leek, Stafford. Sept 30. Challinor and Co, Leek 

Brisley, Abraham, Sheerness, Kent,Gent. Oct 11, Copland,{Sheerness 

Brown, John, Orcherd st, Portman square, Meat Salesman. Sept 29. 
Blake and Snow, College hill, Cannon st 

“Clarke, Charles Henry, New st, Bishopsgate without, Basket Manu- 
facturer. Nov 2. Stapleton, Bishopsgate st without 

Clayton, Richard Smith, Grantham, Lincoln, Civil Engineer. Nov 8. 
Barr and Co. Leeds 

Cookson, George Horner Reynard, Whitehill park, Durham, Esq. Sept 
20. Swinburse 

Curtis, Peter, Mount Charles, Cornwall, Mine Agent. Sept 29, 
Coode and Co, St Austell 

Evans, John, Howle, Salop, Lath Cleaver. Sept29, Heane, Newport 

Foster, Mary Aun, Maida vale. Oct 14. Lydall, Southampton build- 
ings, Chancery lane 

Franklin, John, Newport, Salop, Innkeeper. Sept 29. Heane, Newport 

Hail, Jonn, Stokesley, York, Wine Merchant. Sept1l. Turnbull and 
Tilley, West Hartlepool 

Harvey, John Ellison, Walton-on-the-Hill, Lancashire, Gent. Oct 31. 
Harvey and Co, Liverpool : 

Hastings, Right Hon Bernard Edward Delaval, Lord, Melton Constable, 
Norfoik. Oct 18. Maples and Co, Frederick’s piace, Old Jewry 

Haezleburst, Thomas, Runcorn, Cheshire, Soap Manufacturer. Sept 30. 
Davies ana Brook, Warrington 

Hersing, Robert, Win'aton, Durham, Mason. Oct 14. 
Davies, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Hodgson, John, Bentham, York, Yeoman. Dec 1. Sharp and Son, 
Lancaster 

Howell, Arthur Downes, Chester, Grocer. Sept 30. Royle, Chester 

Jackson, Thomas, Yardley, Worcester, Farmer. Oct 7. Dimbleby, 


Birmingham 
Jefferys, Catharine, Shirley, Hants. Oct1, Bradby and Co, South- 
ampton 
Jefferys, Nathaniel Newman, Shirley, Hants, Esq. Oct !. Bradby 
and Co, Southampton 
Kingsiey, Henry, Cuckfield, Sussex. Sept10. Sarah Maria Kingsley 
Nov 1. Toynbee, Lincoln 


Kinatley, Attrees, Cuckfield 

Larken, Fanny, Brighton, Sussex. 

Lavers, Elizabeth, Piymouth, Devon, Sept 9, Hutchings, Devonport 

Lister, Matthew Henry, Burwell park, Lincoln, Esq. Sept 7. Wilson 
and Son, Louth 

Little, David, Chichester st, Harrow rd. Sept 22. Eagleton, Chancery 


lane 
Lomas, ole Elkstones, Stafford, Farmer. Sept 30. Ohallinor 
n-Tyne, Commission Agent. 


and Co, kK 
McCree, William Taylor, Newcastle-u 
Sept 21. Winship, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Reer, Williem, Liverpcol, Builder. Oct 10. Pemberton, Liverpool 
Sandhurst, Right Hon William Rose, Baron, Grosvenor gardens. Oct 5, 
Crawley and Arnold, Whitehall place 
Sheffield, Right Hon George Augustus Frederick Charles, Earl of, 
Portiand place. Novi. Bennett and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Spink, Henry, Needham, Norfolk, Bricklayer. Sept 30. Belk and 
Parrington, Middlesborough 
ham, ter, Esq. Sept 30. Ticehurst 


Swinhoe, Henry, Chel 
end Sone, Cheltenham 
Watson, Peter, 'yne Dock, Durham, Retired Builder. Oct 7. Chartres 
and Youll, Newcastle-a pon-Tyne 
Bicknell and Hortin, 


Wiliams, Edward, The Terrace, Kilburn. Oct 1. 
E4gware rd 

Wills, Thomas, Poole, Retired Master Mariner. Sept 1. Aldridge 
aud Aldridge, Poole 

Wise, Jave, Workington, Camberland, Oct 16. Thompson, Workington 


Richardson, and Co, 


Allan and 





Backrapu. 
Fuipar, Sept. 1, 1676. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To surrender in the Country. 
Chatwin, George Henry, Congleton, Cheshire, Draper. Pet Aug 29. 


Mair. Macclesfield, Bept 13 at i1 

— eee, Leeds, Japanner, Pet Aug 28. Dalton. Leeds, Oct 

at il 

Fellows, James, Upper Ettingshal!, Stafford, mo occupation. Pet Aug 
26, Walker. Dudiey, Sept 22 at 12 

Hislop, Andrew, Brynmawr, Brecon, Draper. Pet Aug 29. Shepard. 
Tredegar, Bept 15 at 11 

Jones, Arthur, and Adam Hyde, tert bee Ruabon, Denbigh, Iron 
Manulecturers. Pet Aug 36, Reid, Wrexham, Sept 26 at 2 

Kaufmann, Louls, Manchester, General Merchant, Pet Aug 2#. Kay. 
Manchester, Bept 14 at 9,30 





— 

Shemilt, William Henry, Meaford Hall Farm, Staff Farma 
Aug 28. Spilebury. Stafford, Sept 14 at 11 -" t. Pe 

Shenton, John, Wootton rd, Deptford, House Decorator. 
Farnfield. Greenwich, Sept 26 at 2 

Tuespay, Sept, 5, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 

De Chastlelain, Edwid, Paternoster row, Warehouseman. Pet Aug a, 
Murray. Sept 20 at 11 

Douglas, Eliza Parkinson, Great Percy st, Pentonville. Pet Sept} 
Murray. Sept 20 at 12 

Faarup, Soren, Trinity sq, Tower hill, Provision Merchant. Pet Sept 
1. Murray. Sept 2 atlt 

Farrington, Samuel, Borough rd, Rag Merchant. 
Sept 15 at 12 

Harvey, Charles Henry, Gracecharch st, Colliery Proprietor. Pet Sept 
1, Hazlitt. Sept 20 at 11.30 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Clarance, Felix Robert, Bath, Somerset, Chemist. Pet Sept 2. lark, 
Bath, Sept 18 at 11 

Harris, George Wilkinson, Bristol, Colliery Proprietor. Pet Aug i, 
Herley. Bristol, Sept 20 at 2 

Hindley, Mary Eleanor, Mazchester, Dealer in Berlin Wool. Pet Sept 
1. Lister. Manchester, Sept 21 at 9,30 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 

Fripay, Sept, 1, 1876. 
Carter, Thomas Savil!, Savage gardens, Wine Merchant. July3 
Greenway, Thomas Frank, Birmingham, Beerhouse Keeper. Aug IL 
Harvey, Martha, Francis st, Tottenham court rd, Carrier, Aug 31 

TuEspay, Sept. 6, 1876. 
a, Frederick, Chariton Kings, Gloucester, Major-General, 

pt 


Pet Aug’, 


Pet Sept 1. Murray, 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Sept. 1, 1876, 

Absolon, Charles, Denmark st, Islinzton, Meat Salesman. Sept 14at}] 
at the Corner Stone Tavern, Metropolitan Meat Market. Sibley, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Ashworth, Joseph, Brown, Congleton, Cheshire, Trimming Manu 
facturer. Sept 20 at 3 at the Lionand Swan Hotel, Congleton. Gar 
side, Congleton 

Atkinson, Albert, Leeds, Draper. Sept 14 at 2 at offices of Pullan, Bank 
chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Atkinson, George, Castleford, York, Joiner. Sapt 14 at 3 at the North 
Eastern Hotel, Cust'eford. Horner, Wakefield 

Baines, Emanuel, Morley, nr Leeds, Miner. Sept 14 at 3 at offices of 
Hanson, Cookridge st, Leeds. Billinton, Leeds 

Barker, Charles, Southport, ne Liverpool, out of business. 
2 at offices of Avison and Morton, Cook st, Liverpool 

Barratt, Theophilus, Walsall, Stafford, Grocer. Sept 25 at 12 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, Birmingham. Collis, Stourbridge 

Bensadoun, Elie, Brighton, Sussex, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Sept 4 
at 12 at 145, Cheapside. Brandr th and Gray, Brighton 

Board, George, Manchester, Carrier’s Agent, Sept 18 at 3 at officesol 
Walker, St Ann’s st, Manchester ig 

Boschi, Peter, Leeds, Looking Glass Manufacturer. Sept 15 at 2a 
offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Bowden, William Gamble, Paternoster sq, shirt Manufacturer. Sept 
12 at 3 at offices of Rymill and Oo, George lane, Eastcheap. Lowther, 
George ‘ane, Eastcheap 

Boyers, William, Grantham, Lincoln, Saddler. Sept 14 at 12 at offices 
of Malin, Grantham 

Bradshaw, Alex:inder, Manchester, Warehouseman, Sept 12 at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King . Manchester 

Broad, James, Plymouth, Devon, Bookseller. Sept l4at 11 at officer 
of Shelley, Princess sq, Plymouth 

Brocksopp, Henry, Tibshelf, Derby, CattlejDealer. Sept 19 at 2 at the 
George Hotel, Alfreton. Brizgs, Amen alley, Derby 

Brown, Richard, Nottingham, Painter. Sept 15 at 2 st offices of Pare 
sons, Eldon chambers, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

Butt, Frederick, Swansea, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Sept 12 at 3 at 
Wind s', Swansea, Woodward 

Clarke, Thomas, Eccles, nr Mavchester, Draper. Sept 8 at 2 at office 
of Weston and Co, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Cockerill, James, King+tun-upon-Hul!, Boot Maker. Sept 14 at Ll ab 
offices of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-apon-Hull 

Cooper, Christopher, Blackburn, Lancashire, Music Hall Proprietor, 
Sept 14 at 3 at offices of Polding, Tacketv’s st, Blackburn 

Coulthurst, Richard, Preston, Lancashire, Joiner. Sept 14 at 3 at offices 
of Taylor, Lune st, ston 

Cranston, Joha, Blyth, Northumberland, Piumber. Sept 18 at 2 #& 
offices of Lynn, Blyth 

Cross, John, South Shields, Durham, Confectioner. Sept 12 at 2 at 
offices of Purvis, King st, South Shields 

Davies, John, Wellington, Hereford, Miller, Sept 19 at 4 at offices of 
Corner, High town, Hereford 

Day, Elijah, and Robert Dyect Manners, Hulme, Manchester, Mant — 
facturing Chemists. Sept 2 ut il at offices of Sutton and Eiliott, 
Fountain st, Manchest 

Dempster, Robert, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Draper. Sept li 
at 11 atthe Saracen’s Head Hotel, Hantey, Stevenson 1 

Dobinson, John Harris, Oummersdale, Cumberland, Commercial Clerk, 
Bept 16 at 2 at offices of Wright and Brown, Bank st, Carlisie ; 

Duneon, Robert William, Great Grimsby, Lincoin, Draper. Sept 18ab 
11 at offices of Grange and Wintringham, West St Mary's gate, — 
Great Grimeby : 

Elijott, Jobn, and John Hutchinson Elliott, East Jarrow, Durham, Irom 
Manufacturers, Sept 16 at 11 at offices of Strachan and Oo, Graingst — 
at weet, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Hodge and Harle, Newcastie-upom — 


Tyne 

Foster, John, Acerington, 1. hire, St Sept 14 at 10.50 — 
at offices of Ballard, Bt James's at, weer 

Foster, Samuel, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Tea Dealer, Sept 13 at 346 
offices of Moore, Wimborne Minster 

Fox, Richerd Oharles, Arthur st east, Accountant, Sopt lGat! #6 
Kennan’s Hote), Crown court, Cheapside 


Sept lat 
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Gate. Daniel, Keswick, Cumberland, General Merchaat. S:pt 13 at 
9.30 at the George Hetel, Keswick. Lowthian, Keswick 

Frederick, Poole, Tailor. Sept 11 at Ll at ofices of 

Travers, King st, Poole 

Gold, Moses, Mounttford st, Whitechapel, Clothier. Sept 16 at 12 at 
offices of Pittman, Stamford st, Blackfriars 

Groos, Car}, Hatton garden, Jeweller, Sept 14 at 3 at offices of Lum- 
Jey and Lumley, Old Jewry chambers 

Grommitt, George, Kingston-upon-Hull, Corn Factor. Sept 14 at 3 at 
offices of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

je, Benjamin, S ton, Gl ter, Butcher. Sept 18 at 3 at 

offices of Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenhan 

Harrison, Robert, and Jacob Harrison, Leeds, Cnicory Manufacturers. 
Sept 18 at 2 at offices of North and Sons, East parade, Leeds 

Heywood, Benjamin, Shipley, York, Cloth Dealer. Sept 14 at 3 at 
offices of Mills, Byrara buildings, Huddersfield 

Hirst, William, Mancbester, Pork Butcher. Sept 21 at $ at offices of 
Farrington, Mosley st, Manchester Y 

Honter, Thomas Henry, Bradford, York. Tailor. Sapt 21 at 2 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Leeds. Brown, Basioghall st 

Hutchinson, John, Harpurhey, nr Manchester, Coal Merchant. Sept 
12 at 3 at offices of Farrar and » Princess st, Manchester 

{ddles, Wiliam Leonard, Ebley, Gloucester, Baker. Sept 12 at 4 at 
offices of Jackson, London rd, Stroud 

Jenkins, John, Maria st, Kingsland rd, Cowkeeper. Sept 21 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Hands, Queen Victoria st 

Ksuth, Peter, Villas rd, Plumstead, Baker. Sept 12 at 12 at the 
Burrage Arms Tavero, Plumstead rd. Peake, Mulgrave place, 





‘oolwich 
, William, Wimborne Minster, Dors:t, Horse Dealer. Sept 

18 at !) at offices of Moore, Wimberne Minster 

Keeton, Thomas, New Lenton, Nottingham, Machine Builder. Sept 18 
at lz at offices of Thorpe and Thorpe, Thurland st, Nottingham 

King, Edward, Warboys, Hunting:‘on, Builder. “Sept 22 at 11 at offices 
of Maule and Burton, Huntingdon 

Lane, Jobn, Surbiton, Surrey, Oilman. Sept 13 at 3 at offices of Best, 
New Bridge rd, Ludgate hill 3 

ews, David, Swansea, Glamorgan, Furniture Dealer, Sept 12 at 3 
at offices of Glascodine, Fisher st, Swansea 

Lintott, James, Rake, nr Petersfield, Hants, Lime Burner. Sept 11 at 
4at the Red Lion Hotel, Petersfield. Reed, Portssa 

Ine, William Clarke, Kennington rd, Lambeth, Engineer. Sept 13 at 
3 at 9, Knightrider st, Doctors’ commons. Pritchard and Sons, 
Gracechurch at 

Longley, George Henry, Huddersfield, York, York, Yarn Svinner. 
Sept 15at 3 at oftces of Barker and Sons, Estate buildings, Hudders- 


Lowe, George, Northam, Southampton, Van Proprietor. Sept 1! at 3 
at offices of Shutte, Portiand st, Southampton 

Lowe, George, Everton, Liverpool, Innkeeper. Sept 14 at 3.30 at the 
Victoria Hotel, St John’s lane, Liverpool. Leigh, Manchester 

Marsden, Thomas, Oldham, Lancashire, Joiner. Sept 14 at 3 at offices 
of Buckley and Clege, Clegg st, Oldham 

Maule, Peter, Chapel-en-le-Frith, Berby, Beer Retailer. Sept 21 at 3 
at offices of Fox, Princess st, Manchester 

Maxwell, George, Barnetaple, Devon, Wine Merchant. Sept 16 at 12 
at offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 

Maxwel', Gilbert, Liverpool, Livery Stable Keeper. Sept 16 at 12 at 
pon —— Boiland, South John st, Liverpool. Collins 

, Liverpoo: 

Morris, James, Bolton, Lancashire, Oabinet Maker. Sept 18 at 3 at 
offices of Rutter, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Morris, John, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Sept 1¢ at 
3 atoffices of Joves, Aberavon 

Mortimer, William, Heckmondwike, York, Watch Maker. Sept 12 at 
Ii at offices of Sykes, Oak st, Heckmondwike 

, James, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Lancashire, Draper. Sept 14 
Sat offices of Booth, Brazennose st, Manehester 
lan, Thomas, Sparkbrook, Warwick, Provision Dealer. Sept 11 at 
10:15 at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
, John, Merthyr Tydfil, Giamorgan, Tailor. Sept ti at 2 at 

a of Williamsand Co, Exchange, Corn st, Bristol. Beckingham, 


Pearee, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Builder. Sept 11 at 11 at offices of 
Thowas, Rutland st, Swansea 
Pearlman, Moses, Liverpool, Picture Frame Manufacturer, Sept 14 
directed to be held at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Man- 
chester, in lieu of the place originally named 
m, James, St Peter, nr St Alban’s, Hertford, Farmer. Sept 
%$at3 at the George Hotel, St Albans. Annesley, St Albans 
» George, Trealaw, nr Pontypridd, Grocer. Sept 15 at 5 at 
49, Broad st, bristol. Howells 
Phillips, John, and John Mathias oe Swansea, Glamorgan, 
Drapers, Sept 15 at 2.30 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Iron- 
monger lane. Carr and Co, Basinghall st 
Pickering, Gerald John, Bradfurd, York, Stationers’ Assistant. Sept 
19 at 12 at offices of Watson and Dickons, Market st, Bradord 
wer George, Baschurch, Salop, Captain in H,M.’s Army. Sept 
{5 at 12 at the George Hotel, Shrewsbury 
Porter, Elizabeth, Mary Porter, Emily Porter, and Louisa Porter 
ton, Sussex, Ladies’ Schoolkeepers. Sept 19 at 3 at the old 
Ship Hotel, Brighton, Verrall, Brighton 
, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer, Sept 18 at $ at 57, Wind 
t, Swansea, Woodward 
Richards, Samuel, Truro, Cornwall, Boot Maker. Sept 16 at 10.30 at 
an of Paul, Quay at, Truro 
‘Smith, Frederick, Kyde, Isle of Wight, Draper. Sept 19 at 2 at offices 
of Biachtord and Co, College hili, Cannon st 
Charles, Doncaster, York, Manufacturing Chemist. Sept 11 at 
Vat offices ot Peagam, Baxter gate, Doncaster 
m, James, Southampton, Licensed Victualler. Sopt 15 at 3at 
; offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 
> tiam, Barnsley, York, Warehouseman. Seot ldat 11 at 52, 
land st, Manchester, Dibb and Raley, Barnsley 
y, Hoary Albert, Bristol, Printer. Sapt 6 at 2 at offices of 
» Petions, Athengoumn chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol, Jaques 
at erick, Birmingham, out of business. 
offices of Robinson and Son, Newhall st, Birmingham 





Turner, Henry, Fleet st, Chemist. Sept 14 at 3 at the Peele’s Hotel, 
Fleet st. Knox, Newgate st 
Walker, John, Carlisle, Grocer, Sept 25 at 3 at offices of Errington, 
English st, Carlisle 
Waters, Thomas. Laurence Puntney lane, Tea Merchant. Sept 12 at 
3 at offices of Hoddiug, 8: Mildred’s court, Poultry 
White, Alfred, Newport, Monmouth, Baker. Sept 18 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan, Dock st, Newport 
Wilkinson, James Hensbal!, Leeds, Worsted Spinner. Sept 11 at 2 at 
offices of Walker, East parade, Leeds 
Williams, Daniel, Gellygaer, Glamorgan, Grocer. Sept 19 at 1! at 
offices of Jenkins and Co, High st, Cardiff 
Winter, George, Weston-super-Mare, Umorella Maker, Sept 20 at il 
at offices of Smith, Weston-super-Mare 
Winterbottom, James, Oldham, Lancashire, Jeweller. Sept 13 at 3 at 
offices of Ascroft and Sons, Clegyz st, Oldham 
Wriagleswerth, Richard, Leeds, out of business. Sept 12 at 3 at offices 
of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Tuxspay, Sept 5, 1876. 
Akhurst, William Edward, Walworth rd, Chemist. Sept 14 at 4 at 
offices of Yorke, Marylebone rd 
Allen, Daniel, Bradford, nr Manchester, Tailor. Sept 18 at 2 at offices 
of Cobbett and Co. Brown st, Manchester 
Andrew, Samuel Philip, Manchester, Milk Dealer. 
offices of Best, Low+r King st, Manchester 
Bebb, Thomas, jun, Dukestown, Brecon, Grocer. Sept 27 at 3 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Newport, Mon. Shepard, Tredegar 
Bedworth, Joseph, Birmingham, Venetian Blind Maker. Sept 18 at 10 
at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Beer, John, jan, Wareham, Dors-t, Builder. Sept 15 at 1 at offices of 
Marshfield aad Hutching:, West st, Wareham. Howard, Weymouth 
Beer, Johu, Wareham, Dorset, Builder. Sept 15 at I1 at offices of 
Marshfield and Hatchings, Wet st, Wareham. Howard, Weymouth 
Birch, Edmund, Sandgate, Kent, Biilder. Sept 18 as 3 at the King’s 
Arms Hotel, Folkestone. Minter, Foikestone 
Boden, William, George Boden, anid Anthon; Boden, Rowsley, Derby, 
Merchants. Sept 18 at 11 at offices of Binney and Sons, Quean st 
chambers, Sheffield 
Bower, Harold, Wool Exchanve, Coleman st, Club House Proprietor. 
Sept 20 at 2 at offices of Layton and Co, Budge row, Canaon st 
Bowes, William, Bradford, York, Insurance Agent. Sept 16 at 10 at 
offices of Harris and Last, Market st, Brad ord 
Brand, Nathan, Leman st, Whitechapel, Clothier. Sept 21 at 3 at 3, 
Commercial st, Whitechapel. Pittman, Stamford st, Blackfriars 
Burton, Benjamio, and George Burton, Salford, Lancashire, 8 .kers. 
Sept 21 at 3 at offices of Grundy and Kershaw, Booth st, Manchester 
Chappel, Alfred, Kingston-upon-Hual!, out of business. Sept 18 at $ 
at offices of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Hall 
Christmas, William, and William Hopkins, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Iron 
Founders. Sept !9 at 11 at offices of Howell, Stepney st, Liane'ly 
Cooper, Richard, Leeds, Grocer. Sept 15 at 3 at offices of Hardwick, 
Infirmary st, Leeds 
Cottrell, Frederick, Naw Swindon, Wilts, Butcher. Sept 18 at 10 at 
offices of Kinneir and Tombs, Corn Exchange, Swindon 
Orockford, William, Farnworth, Lancashire, Draver. Sept 19 at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Wa: burio», King st, Manchester 
Cunliffe, Hepry, and Abel Uunliffe, Waterfoot, nr Manehester, Wool- 
staplers. Sept 26 at 3 at offices of Grundy and Kershaw, Booth st, 
Manchester. Hargreaves and Knowles, Newchurch-in-Rossendale 
Dominy, George, sen, Melcombs Regis, Dorset, Butcher. Sept 18 at 
12.30 at the Auction Mart, Market st, Melcombe Regis. Howard, 
Melcombe Regis 
Davies, Thomas John, B! ‘on, Mi th, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 
20 at 2 at the King’s Head Hotel, Newport. Jones, Car 
Dominr, George, sen, and John Tizard Stone Dominy, Melcombe 
is, Dorset, Butchers, Sept 18 at 11 at the Auction Mart, Market 
st, Melcombe Regis. Howard, Melcombe Regis 
Duoning, William, Sunderland, Upholsterer. Sept 14 at 3 as offices of 
Holmes and Brewis, John st, Sund rland 
Edwards, John, and Charles Eiwards, Cefa Mawr, Denbigh, Drapers. 
Sept 12 at 12.30 at offices of Morris, Tne Priory, Wrexham 
Ethell, Robert, Leeds, Grocer. Sept 15 at 3 at ocfices of Pulan, Bank 
chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Eyres, George Robert Charles, Port th, Hants, Lieat tR.N. Sept 
15 at 4 at offices of King, North st, Portsea 
Field, William, Birmingham, Funeral Undertaker. Sept 37 at ll at 
ottices of Walter, Ann st, Birmingham 
Fleming, James, Longoor, Stafford, General Daler. Sep 20 at 3 at 
offices of Barclay and Henstock, Exchange chambars, Macclesfield 
Gamble, Henry Robert, Nottingham, Coal Dealer, Sept 18 at 3 at 
offices of Belk, Middle paverrent, Nottingham 
Gascoigne, William Alien, Durham, Darlington, out of business. Sspt 
19 at 12 at offices of Robinson, Houndgate, Darliagton 
Greaves, Thomas, Birmingham, Jeweller. Sept 18 at 12 at offices of 
Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 
Green, Jame:, Newtown Pemberton, nr Wigan, Lanvashire, Iankeeper. 
Sept 25 at 2 at offices of Wood, King st, Wigan 
Gregory, William, Neath, Glamorgan, Civil Engineer. Sept 14 at 2 at 
the Institueion of the Incorporated Law Sooiety, Chancery lane, 
Adams, Lincoln’s-inn-fielis 
Groves, Thomas, Scarborough, York, Grocer. Sept 20 at 11 at offices of 
Wellburn, Huntrias row, Scarborough 
Sept 23 at 2 at the 
dersfeld 


Sept 25at 4 at 








Halstead, Edward, Huddersfield, York, Clothier, 
White Swan Hotel, Huddersfield. Freeman, Hud 

Harris, Arthur William, Alma terrace, Fulham rd, out of business. 
Sept 12 at 11 at offices of Marshall, King st west, Hammersmith 

Harrison, Sam, Barnsley, Confectioner. Sept 19 a& Lt at oifices ef 
Senior, Regent st, Barnsley 

Haver, William George, Langley Moor, Durham, Grocer, Sapt 22 at 3 
at offices of Chartres and Youll, Grainger at west, Newcastle-upes- 
Tyne 

Heale, Thomas, Bristol, Grocer, Sept 16 at 12 at offices of Clifton, 
Corn at, Bristol 

Hickey, Edwin, Edmonton, Midd'esex, Clothier. Sept 18 at 3 at 
offices of Marshall, Bedford row 

Hill, Samuel, High st, Kinglaud, Hatter. Sopt 19 at 8 at the Canuen 
at Hotel. Crook and Smith, Feachuroh st 
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Hood, George, Spennymoor, Durham, Boot Maker. Sapt 15 at 2 atthe 
Queen’s Hotel, Leeds. Trotter 

Hopkins, Joseph Alexander, and Alfred Henry Woodman, Gloucester, 
Wine Merchants. Sept 19 at 2 at 26, Carey st, Chancery lane, 
Lincoln’s inn. Taynton and Son, Gloucester 

Hopkins, William, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Grocer. Sept 19 at 2 at 
offices of Howell, Stepney st, Llanelly 

Jackson, William, Castleford, York, Chemist, Sept 19 at 3 at the 
Commercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Horner, Wakefield 

Jelley, Henry Albert, Peterborough, Northampton, Auctioneer. Sept 
18 at 12 at offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 

Lea, William, Littledean hill, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Sept i4at12 at 
the Lower George Hotel, Newnham. Jackson, Stroud 

Lloyd, Charles, jun, Crawley, Sussex, Upholsterer. Sept 16 at 1 at the 
King’s Head Hote], Horsham. Goodman, Brighton 

Looskan, Henry, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Grocer. S:pt 19 at 
11 at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Lyon, William, Farnworth, Lancashire, House Ageat. Sept 20 at 3 at 
offices of Rutter, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Mann, Matthew, Taverham, Norfolk, Carpenter. Sept 18 at 11 at 
Offices of Chittock, Bank st, Norwich 

Millingen, Edward, Ball’s Pond rd, Commercial Traveller. Sept 18 at 
2 at offices of Gowing and Mandale, King st, Cheapside 

Moutrie, Frederick, King st, Cheapside, Importer of Foreizn Goods. 
Sept 19 at 2 at offices of George and Pinder, Wool Exchange, Coleman 
st. Newton, Finsbury circus 

Mursell, William, Plymouth, Devon, Wine Merchant. Sept 19 at Il at 
offices of Dawe, Union terrace, Union st, Piymouth. Wilson, Ply- 
mouth 

Neill, James, Linthorpe, York, Commission Agent. Sept 14 at 11 at 
offices of Addenbroke, Zetland rd, Middiesboraugh 

Nevins, Arthur Penrose Birkbeck, Darlington, Durham, Wine Mer- 
chant. Sept 20 at | at the North-Eastern Hotel, York. Robinson 

Newport, George, Cornwall rd, Notting hill, Fancy Goods Manufacturer. 
Sept 27 at 4 at offices of Yorke, Marylebone rd 

Owens, Owen, Liverpool, Painter. Sept 22 at 2 at offices of Vine, Dale 
st, Liverpool, Bimson, Liverpool 

Palferman, James, Trealaw, nr Pontypridd, Grocer. Sept 18 at 10 at 
the Public Hali Offices, Treherbert. Howells 

Parker, Charles, Liverpool, Coach Builder. Sept 21 at 3 at offices of 
Lawrence and Dixon, Commerce court, Lord st, Liverpool 

Parker, Charles Dicks, Leicester, Shoe Manufacturer, Sept 25 at 3 at 
ottices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Parr, John Martin, Piough yard, Seething lane, Cooper. Sept 15 at 3 
at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Phair, William, Liverpool, Coal Merchant. Sept18 at 3 at offices of 
Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 

Phillips, Wiliam, Birmingham, Tailor. Sept 20 at 12 at offices of 
Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham : 

Press, John, Richmond, Surrey, Grocer. Sept 18 at 11 at offices of Lee, 
Seuthampcon buildings, Holborn 

Reed, Robert, Liverpool, Clothier. Sept 26 at 2 at offices of Sowton, 
Dale st, Liverpool 

Rees, Edward, Seaside, Carmarthen, Grocer. Sapt 15 at 11 at officesof 
Howell, Stepney st, Llanelly 

Roberts, Benjamin Edwin, Oxford, Clothier. Sept 9 at offices of Par- 
sons, Nicholas st, Bristol, in lieu of the place originally named 

Roberts, John Gray, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Grocer. Sep 18 at 1 at 
offices of Hughes, Bangor 

Schmolle, Leonce Bernard, Hamsell st, Falcon sq, Skirt Manufacturer. 
Sept 25 at i atthe Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Neal, Pioner’s 
Hall, Old Broad st 

Scott, David, Glemsford, Suffolk,Innkeeper. Sept 15 at 2 at offices of 
Jones, Town Hall chambers, Colchester 

Smart, William Robert, Bermondsey wall, Licensed Victualler. Sept 
19 at 10 at the Three Mariners, Bermondsey wali 

Smitton, Thomas. Seaforth, Lancashire, Stone Mason, Sept 18 at 2 at 
offices of Blackhurat, Dale st, Liverpool 

Smith, Eli, Bloxwich, Siafford, Boatman. Sept 16 at 11 at offices of 
Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Street, Isaac, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Builder. Sept 15 at 3 at offices 
of Fardell, Ryde 

Tapp, James bryant, Nettleton rd, New cross,Coal Merchant. Sept14 
at 3 at offices of Brook and Chapman, Wool Exchange, Coleman st 

Taylor, Samuel, and Henry Lacey, Notvingham, Dyers. Sept 25 at 11 
at the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham, Everall and 
Turner 

Tayior, William Norris, Scunthorpe, Lincoln, Watch Maker. Sept 16 
at ll atthe Durham Ox Inn, Bridge st, Brigg. Stephenson and 
Mountaia, Great Grimsby 

Tong, Alfred Neal, Sittingbourne, Kent, Baker. Sept 28 at 11 at offices 
of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 

Uren, Henry, Wendron, Cornwal!, Wheelwright. Sept 18 at | at offices 
of Paull, Quay st, Truro. Holloway, Redruth 

Vaughan, Thomas, and George Neesham, Middlesborough, York, Iron 
Masters. Sept 21 at 2 at offices of Fletcher and Co, Lothbury. Dodds 
and Co, Stockton-on-Tees 

Vines, John, Wotton-under-Edge, Gloucester, Ironmonger. Sept 20 at 
2 at the White Lion Inn, Wotton-under-Edge. Blake, Wotton- 
under-Edge 

Wadmore, Wyatt, and William Smith, Manchester, Coach Builders. 
Sept 21 at4 at office of Ellis, Clarence buildings, Booth st, Man- 
chester 

Wain, Elizabeth, Woodhouse, York, Shopkeeper. Sept 22 at 11 at offices 
of Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 

Welch, James, St Clement inn passage, Strand, Printer. Sept 19 at 1 at 
offices of Lindus, Cheapside 

Wilcock, Joseph, Wakefield, York, Printer. Sept 19 at 11 at offices of 
Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 

Williams, David, Ruiton Gornal, Staffordshire, no occupation. Sept 
18 at 12 at offices of Warmington, Castle st, Dudley 

Williams, Henry, Shrewsbury, Salop, Statiooer. Sept 22 at 12 at offices 
of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Williams, Hugh, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon, Plasterer. Sept 15 at 12 
at the Alexander Hotel, Penmaenmwar. Jones, Lancaster 6q, Con- 


way 
Williams, John, Rhyl, Flint, Hotel Keeper. Sept 14 at 2 at the Queen 
Hotel, Chester. berts, Rbyl 





Wood, Jabez, Brighouse, York, Plumber. Sept 20 at 3 at offices of Bare 
ber, Charch st, Brighouse 

Young, William Warrn, Dover, Kent, Ironmonger. Sept 21 at 11.39 
at offices of Worsfveld and Co, Queen Victoria st. Mowll, Dover 
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IRECT CONTINENTAL STEAM PASSEN- 

GER SERVICE.—The GENEKAL STEAM NAVIGATION 

COMPANY’S STEAMSHIPS leave the IRONGATE and SI. KATHE. 
RINE’S WHARF, near the Tower, for— 

HAMBURG—Every Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday. September 
9th at 2p.m.; 12th at 9; 14th at 10a.m. Fares: Saloon, £2 53.; fore 
cabin, £1 9s. Return tickets: Saloon, £3 8s. ; fore cabin, £2 4s, 

ROTTERDAM,—Every Wednesday and Saturday. September 9th 
at noon; 13thatlla.m; J6th at 2 p.m. Fares: Saloon, 18s.; fore 
cabin, 12s. 6d. Return tickets: Saloon, £1 8s.; fore cabin, 19s. 

ANTWERP.—Every Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday, 
at noon, Fares: Saloon, £1 4s.; fore cabin, 16s. Return tickets; 
Saloon, £1 17s. ; forecabin, £1 4s, 6d. 

OSTEND,—Every Wednesday and Saturday. September 13th at 
7 am.; 16th at 1l a.m, Fares: Saloon, 18s.; fore cabin, 14s, 
Return tickets : Saloon, £1 7s. 6d.; fore cabin, 21s. 

BOULOGNE.—Daily. September 10th at4; lith at 6 p.m.; 12th 
at 6; 13th at 7; ld4th at 9; 15th at 10 a.m.; 16th at noon, 
Fares: Saloon, 148.; fore cabin, 9s. 6d. Return tickets: Saloon, 
2is. 6d.; fore cabin, 14s, 6d. 

HAVRE.—Every Thursday. September 14th at 8 a.m. Fares; 
Saloon, 15s.; forecabin, 10s, Return tickets: Saloon, 23s. 6d.; fore 
cabin, 15s, 6d, 

A steam tender is now provided by the Company for the conveyance, 
free of charge, of passengers and their luggage to and from such of the 
vessels as may not come alongside the wharf. 

Stewards’ fees are included in the fares, 

Through tickets issued to Cologne, Liege, Brussels, Ghent, and Paris, 
and to all the principal towns on the Rhine; and also between Edin- 
burgh, Newcastle, Hull, and Yarmouth,and Paris and Brussels, &c., at 
very reduced rates. For full particulars apply to the Company’s agent 
at the towns named, or to the Offices, 71, Lombard-street, and 37, 
Regent-circus, 


UMMER EXCURSION ARRANGEMENTS,— 

The GENERAL STEAM NAVIGATION COMPANY will 

issue RETURN TICKETS fora SINGLE FARE (Steward’s Fee in« 
cluded) between LONDON and the undermentioned ports, 

ROTLERDAM.—Return Tickets, available from Saturday till Tues- 
day : Saloon, 20s. ; fore cabin, 13s, 6d. 

OSTEND (short sea journey),—Return Tiekets, avail able from 
Sunday till Tuesday, Fares: Saloon, 19s.; fore cabin, 14s. 6d, 

BOULOGNE.—Return Tickets, available from Friday till Tuesday, 
Fares: Saloon, 15s, ; fore cabin, 103. 

HAVRE (the cheapest and best excursion from London),—Retura 
Tickets, available from Thursday till Sunday. Fares. Saloon, 17s,; 
fore cabin, 11s. 

For further particulars apply at 71, Lambent-staess, pa 
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XNLASGOW and the HIGHLANDS. — Royal 
Route vid Crinan and Caledonian Canals by Royal Mail Steamer 
**JONA ” from Glasgow daily at 7 a.m., and from Greenock at 9 a.m. 
Conveying passengers for the North and West Highlands. See bill, with 
map and tourist fares, free at Messrs. Caatto & W1NnDvs’, Publishers, 
74, Piccadilly, London, or by post from Davip Hurcurson & Co., 119 
Hope-street, Glasgow. 


ADAME TUSSAUD'’S EXHIBITION 
BAKER-STREET.—On View, portrait Models of KING 
ALFONSO XII, and VICTOR EMMANUEL, the Duke and Duchess of 
EDINBURGH, the EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, the SHAH of PERSIA, 
Sir SAMUEL BAKER, the late Dr. LIVINGSTONE, Mr. H. M. STAN- 
LEY, Rev. H. WARD BEECHER, Sir GARNET WOLSELEY, 
MARSHAL McMAHON, MARSHAL BAZAINE, M. THIERS, the 
late CHARLES DICKENS, and Dr. KENEALY, M.P. Also superd 
and costly Court Dresses; the complete line of British Monarchs, 
from William the Conqueror to Queen Victoria; and over 300 Portrait 
Models of Celebrated and Distinguished Characters, Admission, Is, 
Children under twelve, 6d. Extra room, 6d. Open from 10 a.m. till 
10 p.m. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—New Lecture by Prof. 
Garpyer, BURNING and COMBUSTION, and CROOKE’S DIS- 
COVERIES and APPARATUS, Brilliant Experiments. C, E. H-inke's 
Diving Apparatus and Submarine Lamp. Two Divers. Diving Bell 
twice daily. Type Writer. Hogg’s Patent Ventilation. Bateman’s 
Collection of Model Steam Engines. Bidder’s Magnetic Lamp, 
Tisley’s Compound Pendulum, &c., &c. Admission to the whole, is.; 
Schools and Children under 10, half-price, 


QYAL POLYTECHNIOC.— ALICE in WON- 
DERLAND; or, More Wonders in Wonderland, New Songs, 
Views, and Illustrations, by Mr. Gzorce Bucxtanp. A WALK 
THROUGH the TOWER, and WONDERS of the MICROSCOPE, by 
Mr. J. L. Kinc, Mr, Taylor’s WONDERFUL BOY; Clairvoyance 
and Plate Dancing extraordinary. SOLOS on the VIOLIN by Miss 
C. A. Buousit, of the Celebrated Brousil Family. Admission to the 
whole, 1s, ; ools and Children under 10, half-price. 
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VAUDEVILLE. 
Sole Lessees and Managers, Messrs. D. James and T. Thorne. 
THIS EVENING, at 7.30, A WHIRLIGIG. At 8, OUR BOYS, 
Concluding with A FEARFUL FOG: Messrs, William Farren, 0, 
Warner, Bernard, C. W. Garthorne; Mesdames Amy Roselle, Kae 
Bishop, Sophie Larkin, &c. 
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